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134th IEEE 802 LMSC PLENARY SESSION 
Nov 2023 Plenary 

MINUTES (Unconfirmed)  
 EXECUTIVE COMMITTEE CLOSING MIXED MODE MEETING, R0 

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

Friday, 17 Nov 2023 
All times HST (UTC-10) 
Location: Hilton Hawaiian Village Waikiki, Honolulu, HI, USA 
 
EC Voting members (or their representatives) present: 
Paul Nikolich    Chair, IEEE 802 LAN/MAN Standards Committee  
James Gilb * 1st Vice Chair, IEEE 802 LAN/MAN Standards Committee 
Roger Marks   2nd Vice Chair, IEEE 802 LAN/MAN Standards Committee 

Chair, IEEE 802.16 – Broadband Wireless Access Working Group (Hibernating)  
George Zimmerman 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 / ITU Standing Committee  
David Law   Chair, IEEE 802.3 Ethernet Working Group 
Dorothy Stanley  Chair, IEEE 802.11 – Wireless LAN Working Group  
 Chair, IEEE / IETF Standing Committee 
 Chair, IEEE 802 Wireless Chair’s Standing Committee 
Clint Powell Chair, IEEE 802.15 – Wireless Specialty Networks Working Group 
Edward Au * Chair, IEEE 802.18 – Regulatory TAG 
Tuncer Baykas  Vice-Chair, representing IEEE 802.19 – Wireless Coexistence Working Group 
 Chair, IEEE 802.3 Public Visibility Standing Committee 
Tim Godfrey   Chair, IEEE 802.24 - Vertical Applications TAG  
 
 
EC Nonvoting members / Standing Committee Chairs present: 
Clint Chaplin Member Emeritus, Treasurer Advisor 
Geoff Thompson   Member Emeritus  
Peter Yee   Chair, IEEE 802 / ISO / JTC1 / SC6 Standing Committee 
Subir Das Chair, IEEE 802.21 – Media Independent Handover Working Group (Hibernating) 
Steve Shellhammer * Chair, IEEE 802.19 – Wireless Coexistence Working Group 
 
 
EC Voting members not present: 
 
EC Nonvoting members not present:  
Apurva Mody - Chair, IEEE 802.22 - Wireless Regional Area Networks Working Group (Hibernating) 
 
 
 
* Attended remotely 
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Other Attendees (as reported by IMAT, 17 Nov 2023) 
Name Affiliation 
Bahn, Christy IEEE Staff 
BEECHER, PHILIP E Wi-SUN Alliance 
Canchi, Radhakrishna Kyocera International Inc 
Haasz, Jodi IEEE 
Healey, Adam Broadcom Inc. 
Hiertz, Guido Ericsson GmbH 
Jones, Chad Cisco Systems, Inc. 
Kerry, Stuart OK-Brit; Self 
Kivinen, Tero Self Employed 
Krieger, Ann US Department of Defense 
Levy, Joseph InterDigital, Inc. 
Potterf, Jason Cisco Systems, Inc. 
Rolfe, Benjamin Blind Creek Associates 
Rouyer, Jessy Nokia 
Sand, Stephan German Aerospace Center (DLR) 

 

 

Draft Agenda:  https://mentor.ieee.org/802-ec/dcn/23/ec-23-0182-05-00EC-nov-2023-plenary-802-ec-closing-mtg-
agenda.xlsx  

R5   AGENDA  -  IEEE 802 LMSC EXECUTIVE COMMITTEE MEETING 
IEEE 802 LMSC 134th Plenary Session 

      

    Friday (17 Nov 2023) 2300 – Sat (18 Nov 2023) 0400 UTC  
(1:00 pm to 6:00 pm HAST) 

      

https://mentor.ieee.org/802-ec/dcn/23/ec-23-0182-05-00EC-nov-2023-plenary-802-ec-closing-mtg-agenda.xlsx
https://mentor.ieee.org/802-ec/dcn/23/ec-23-0182-05-00EC-nov-2023-plenary-802-ec-closing-mtg-agenda.xlsx
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Key:   ME - Motion, External, MI - Motion, Internal, DT- Discussion Topic, II - 

Information Item 
      

    Special Orders       
    Category  (* = consent agenda)       

            
1.00   MEETING CALLED TO ORDER Nikolich 5 01:00 PM  

 
Meeting called to order at 1:00 PM by 802 Chair, Paul Nikolich. 
Chair welcomed everyone to the Closing Meeting of the IEEE 802 Nov 2023 Mixed Mode Plenary. 
 
Chair asked recording secretary to do roll call.  
All 802 EC voting members or the WG representatives were present. Quorum achieved. 
 

2.00 MI APPROVE OR MODIFY AGENDA Nikolich 10 01:05 PM  
Chair asked for feedback on agenda: 

• Change Agenda Item 8.035 from 60 min to 75 min to address “Student Outreach/University Outreach AdHoc report.” 
• Change 8.023 to 0 min – report given at the 802 LMSC EC opening meeting at beginning of week.  

 
* Motion #1 Motion to approve the modified agenda (R6) 
Moved Rosdahl 
Second D’Ambrosia 
Results Approved by voice vote without objection 
Motion Passes 
Reference Agenda Item #2.00, Time: 1:03 PM 
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Approved  Agenda: https://mentor.ieee.org/802-ec/dcn/23/ec-23-0182-06-00EC-nov-2023-plenary-802-ec-closing-mtg-
agenda.xlsx  

R6   AGENDA  -  IEEE 802 LMSC EXECUTIVE COMMITTEE MEETING 
IEEE 802 LMSC 134th Plenary Session 

      

    Friday (17 Nov 2023) 2300 – Sat (18 Nov 2023) 0400 UTC  
(1:00 pm to 6:00 pm HAST) 

      

            
Key:   ME - Motion, External, MI - Motion, Internal, DT- Discussion Topic, II - 

Information Item 
      

    Special Orders       
    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  
          01:15 PM  
3.00 II Announcements from the Chair Nikolich 5 01:15 PM  
          01:20 PM  

4.00   LMSC Internal business     01:20 PM  
4.01 II Treasurer's Report Zimmerman 10 01:20 PM  
4.02   Future Meetings Rosdahl 0 01:30 PM  
4.03 MI Rule Changes Gilb 15 01:30 PM  
4.04 II IEEE Milestone Update Thompson 10 01:45 PM  
4.05 II Orientation Program Report Marks 3 01:55 PM  
4.06 DT Executive Session 

Discussion Topic: External Opportunity 
Law 30 01:58 PM  

          02:28 PM  
5.00   IEEE Standards Board, SA Ballot Items, and  Industry Connections     02:28 PM  
5.01  IEEE 802.15     02:28 PM  
5.011 ME To NesCom: P802.15.4ad PAR Powell 3 02:28 PM  
5.012 ME To Standards Association Ballot - P802.15.7a Powell 3 02:31 PM  
5.02   IEEE 802.19    02:34 PM  
5.021 ME To NesCom, IEEE P802.19.3a Recommended Practice Amendment: Enhanced 

sub-1 Gz Coexistence 
Baykas 5 02:34 PM  

5.03   IEEE 802.1    02:39 PM  
5.031 ME* To NesCom: P802.1ACea  

Motion: Approve forwarding P802.1ACea PAR documentation in 
https://www.ieee802.org/1/files/public/docs2023/ea-PAR-1123-v01.pdf  to 
NesCom 
Approve CSD documentation in 
https://www.ieee802.org/1/files/public/docs2023/ea-CSD-1123-v01.pdf 
M: Parsons     S: Marks 

Parsons 0 02:39 PM  

5.032 ME* To NesCom:P802.1CB-2017/Cor1 
Motion: • Approve forwarding P802.1CB-2017/Cor1 PAR documentation in 
https://www.ieee802.org/1/files/public/docs2023/cb-cor1-PAR-1123-v01.pdf  to 
NesCom 
M: Parsons     S: Law 

Parsons 0 02:39 PM  

5.033 ME* To NesCom:P802.1AXdz 
Motion: Approve forwarding P802.1AXdz PAR documentation in 
https://www.ieee802.org/1/files/public/docs2023/dz-PAR-1123-v01.pdf to 
NesCom 
Approve CSD documentation in 
https://www.ieee802.org/1/files/public/docs2023/dz-CSD-1123-v01.pdf 
M: Parsons     S: Law 

Parsons 0 02:39 PM  

5.034 ME* To Standards Association ballot, P802.1Qdj D2.0  
Motion: Approve sending P802.1Qdj D2.0 to Standards Association ballot 
Confirm the CSD for P802.1Qdj in https://mentor.ieee.org/802-ec/dcn/19/ec-19-
0139-00-ACSD-p802-1qdj.pdf 
M: Parsons     S: Marks 

Parsons 0 02:39 PM  

https://mentor.ieee.org/802-ec/dcn/23/ec-23-0182-06-00EC-nov-2023-plenary-802-ec-closing-mtg-agenda.xlsx
https://mentor.ieee.org/802-ec/dcn/23/ec-23-0182-06-00EC-nov-2023-plenary-802-ec-closing-mtg-agenda.xlsx
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5.035 ME* To Standards Association ballot, P802.1ASdn D2.0  
Motion: Approve sending P802.1ASdn D2.0 to Standards Association ballot 
Confirm the CSD for P802.1ASdn in https://mentor.ieee.org/802-ec/dcn/20/ec-
20-0202-00-ACSD-p802-1asdn.pdf   
M: Parsons     S: Marks 

Parsons 0 02:39 PM  

5.036 ME* To Standards Association ballot (conditional) - P802.1ASdm D2.0  
Motion - Conditionally approve sending P802.1ASdm D2.0 to Standards 
Association ballot 
Confirm the CSD for P802.1ASdm in https://mentor.ieee.org/802-ec/dcn/20/ec-
20-0093-01-ACSD-p802-1asdm.pdf  
M: Parsons     S: Marks 

Parsons 0 02:39 PM  

5.037 ME* To Standards Association ballot (Conditional) - P802.1Qdx D2.0 
Motion: • Conditionally approve sending P802.1Qdx D2.0 to Standards Association 
ballot 
Confirm the CSD for P802.1Qdx in https://mentor.ieee.org/802-ec/dcn/23/ec-23-
0075-00-ACSD-p802-1qdx.pdf  
M: Parsons     S: Marks 

Parsons 0 02:39 PM  

5.038 ME* To RevCom: P802.1ASdr  
Motion: Approve sending P802.1ASdr to RevCom 
Approve CSD documentation in https://mentor.ieee.org/802-ec/dcn/21/ec-21-
0097-00-ACSD-p802-1asdr.pdf 
M: Parsons     S: Marks 

Parsons 0 02:39 PM  

5.039 ME* To RevCom (conditional), P802.1CS-2020/Cor1 
Motion: Conditionally approve sending P802.1CS-2020/Cor1 to RevCom 
M: Parsons     S: Marks 

Parsons 0 02:39 PM  

5.04  IEEE 802.3     02:39 PM  
5.041 ME* To NesCom - IEEE P802.3-2022/Cor 1 (IEEE 802.3dn) Multi-Gigabit Automotive 

MDI return loss PAR (48-hour rule) 
Motion: Approve forwarding IEEE P802.3-2022/Cor 1 (IEEE 802.3dn) PAR 
documentation in <https://mentor.ieee.org/802-ec/dcn/23/ec-23-0210-00-00EC-
ieee-p802-3-2022-cor-1-draft-par.pdf> to NesCom 
M: Law     S: D'Ambrosia 

Law 0 02:39 PM  

5.042 ME* To Standards Association ballot (conditional) - IEEE P802.3cw 
Motion: Conditionally approve sending IEEE P802.3cw 400 Gb/s over DWDM 
Systems to Standards Association ballot Confirm the updated CSD for IEEE 
P802.3cw in <https://mentor.ieee.org/802-ec/dcn/23/ec-23-0211-00-00EC-ieee-
p802-3cw-modified-csd.pdf> 
M: Law     S: D'Ambrosia 

Law 0 02:39 PM  

5.043 ME* To RevCom (conditional) - IEEE P802.3df 400 Gb/s and 800 Gb/s Ethernet 
Motion: Conditionally approve sending IEEE P802.3df to RevCom  
Confirm the CSD for IEEE P802.3df in <https://mentor.ieee.org/802-
ec/dcn/21/ec-21-0306-01-ACSD-p802-3df.pdf> 
M: Law     S: D'Ambrosia 

Law 0 02:39 PM  

5.044 ME To NesCom - IEEE P802.3dh PAR Withdrawal Request Law 5 02:39 PM  

5.05  IEEE 802.11    02:44 PM  
5.051 ME To Standards Association Ballot (Conditional) - IEEE P802.11be Stanley 3 02:44 PM  
5.052 ME To Standards Association Ballot - IEEE P802.11-2020 Cor 2 Stanley 3 02:47 PM  
       02:50 PM  

    Break   5 02:50 PM  

        02:55 PM  

6.00   Executive Committee Study Groups, WG Study Groups, and TAGs     02:55 PM  
6.01   IEEE 802.1 Parsons   02:55 PM  
6.01 MI IEEE 802.3 Law   02:55 PM  

6.011 MI* IEEE 802.3 Ethernet for Automotive Imaging Sensors Study Group (first 
rechartering) 
Motion: Grant the 1st rechartering of IEEE 802.3 Ethernet for Automotive Imaging 
Sensors Study Group 
M: Law     S: D'Ambrosia 

Law 0 02:55 PM  

6.02   IEEE 802.11     02:55 PM  

6.021 MI AMP Ambient Power SG (Second recharter and first extension)  Stanley 3 02:55 PM  
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6.022 MI* IMMW Integrated Millimeter Wave SG (first rechartering) Stanley 0 02:58 PM  
6.03   IEEE 802.15     02:58 PM  
6.031 MI* Study Group 1st Rechartering -802.15.4ad Powell 0 02:58 PM  
6.04   IEEE 802.18 Au   02:58 PM  
6.05  IEEE 802.19    02:58 PM  
6.051 MI IEEE 802.19 Enhanced sub-1GHz Coexistence Study Group 

Motion: Grant the 1st rechartering of the 802.19  Enhanced sub-1GHz Coexistence 
Study Group 

Baykas 0 02:58 PM  

6.06 MI IEEE 802.24 Godfrey   02:58 PM  
        02:58 PM  
          02:58 PM  

7.00   LMSC Liaisons and External Communications     02:58 PM  

7.01   IEEE 802.19 Baykas   02:58 PM  

7.02   IEEE 802.24 Godfrey   02:58 PM  
7.03   IEEE 802 Nikolich   02:58 PM  
7.04   IEEE 802.1     02:58 PM  
7.041 ME* Approve submission of the following draft(s) to ISO/IEC JTC1/SC6 for 

information under the PSDO agreement, once SA Balloting begins:    IEEE 
P802.1Qdj, IEEE P802.1Qdx, IEEE P802.1ASdm, IEEE P802-REVc 
M: Parsons     S: Marks 

Parsons 0 02:58 PM  

7.042 ME* Approve submission of the following draft(s) to ISO/IEC JTC1/SC6 for adoption 
under the PSDO agreement, once approved and published:   IEEE 802.1ASdr, IEEE 
802.1CS-2020/Cor1 
M: Parsons     S: Marks 

Parsons 0 02:58 PM  

7.043 ME* • Approve submission of the following comment responses to ISO/IEC JTC1/SC6 
for information under the PSDO agreement:   
IEEE 802.1Qcz-2023 
https://www.ieee802.org/1/files/public/docs2023/liaison-randall-
SC6CommentResponseQcz-1123.pdf  
IEEE 802.1AEdk-2023 
https://www.ieee802.org/1/files/public/docs2023/liaison-randall-
SC6CommentResponseAEdk-1123.pdf 
M: Parsons     S: Marks 

Parsons 0 02:58 PM  

7.044 II* Liaison to IETF DetNet WG 
•Approve https://www.ieee802.org/1/files/public/docs2023/liaison-IETF-
DetNet-status-update-1123-v01.pdf as communication to the IETF Deterministic 
Networking (DetNet) WG, granting the IEEE 802.1 WG chair (or his delegate) 
editorial license. 

Parsons 0 02:58 PM  

7.045 II Liaison to IETF MADINAS WG  
• https://mentor.ieee.org/802-ec/dcn/23/ec-23-0225-01-00EC-802-1-agenda-
items-november-2023.pptx 

Parsons 2 02:58 PM  

7.05   IEEE 802.3     03:00 PM  

7.051 ME* Approve Liaison to IEC TC 64 MT 2 
Motion: Approve IEEE 802.3 requesting a Category C Liaison with IEC TC 64 MT 2 
Current carrying capacity of conductors and related  overcurrent protection 
Confirm the appointment of David Law as an IEEE 802.3 liaison officer to serve as 
the IEEE 802.3 Category C Liaison representative to IEC TC 64 MT 2 
M: Zimmerman     S: D'Ambrosia 

Law 0 03:00 PM  

7.052 ME* Appointment of liaison officer from IEEE 802.3 to ITU-T SG15 
Motion: Confirm the appointment of Tom Huber as the IEEE 802.3 liaison officer to 
ITU-T SG15 
M: Law     S: D'Ambrosia 

Law 0 03:00 PM  
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7.053 II* Liaison letters to ITU-T SG15 - IEEE 802.3 updates to ITU-T SG15 
standardisation overview and work plans 
 • Access Network Transport (ANT) standardisation overview and work plan - 
<https://mentor.ieee.org/802ec/dcn/23/ec-23-0215-00-00EC-liaison-reply-to-
itu-t-sg15-on-ant-workplan.pdf> 
• Home Network Transport (HNT) standardisation overview and work plan - 
<https://mentor.ieee.org/802-ec/dcn/23/ec-23-0214-00-00EC-liaison-reply-to-
itu-t-sg15-on-hnt-workplan.pdf>, 
• Optical Transport Networks & Technologies (OTNT) standardisation overview 
and work plans - <https://mentor.ieee.org/802-ec/dcn/23/ec-23-0213-00-00EC-
liaison-reply-to-itu-t-sg15-on-otnt-workplan.pdf>. 

Law 0 03:00 PM  

7.054 II* Liaison liaison to ITU-T SG15 - IEEE P802.3df Status Update 
• https://mentor.ieee.org/802-ec/dcn/23/ec-23-0217-00-00EC-liaisonto-itu-t-
sg15-regarding-ieee-p802-3df-status-update.pdf 

Law 0 03:00 PM  

7.055 II Liaison reply to ITU-T SG15 regarding G.652 fiber link property Law 2 03:00 PM  

7.06   IEEE 802.11 Stanley   03:02 PM  
7.07   IEEE 802.15    03:02 PM  
7.071 ME* Approval to forward standard to ISO/IEC JTC1/SC6 for information 

Motion: IEEE 802.15 WG requests IEEE 802 EC approval to forward IEEE Std 
802.15.3™-2023 to ISO/IEC JTC1/SC6, for information under the PSDO agreement. 
M: Powell     S: Au 

Powell 0 03:02 PM  

7.072 ME* Approval to forward standard to ISO/IEC JTC1/SC6 for information 
Motion: IEEE 802.15 WG requests IEEE 802 EC approval to forward IEEE Std 
802.15.4y™-2021 to ISO/IEC JTC1/SC6, for information under the PSDO 
agreement. 
M: Powell     S: Au 

Powell 0 03:02 PM  

7.08   IEEE 802.18 Au   03:02 PM  

7.09 ME 802 / JTC1 SC - Communication JTC1 SC Status to SC6 Yee 5 03:02 PM  
          03:07 PM  

8.00   Information Items     03:07 PM  

8.01 II IEEE SA Staff Reports     03:07 PM  
8.02   Standing Committee Reports     03:07 PM  
8.021 II 802 / JTC1 SC Report  Yee 3 03:07 PM  
8.022 II 802 / ITU SC Report Parsons 3 03:10 PM  
8.023 II 802 / IETF SC Report Stanley 0 03:13 PM  
8.024 II 802 Public Visibility SC Report Baykas 3 03:13 PM  
8.03   Officers Reports     03:16 PM  

8.031 II 1st Vice Chair Report  GIlb   03:16 PM  
8.032 II 2nd Vice Chair Report Marks 0 03:16 PM  
8.033 ME Executive secretary report Rosdahl 75 03:16 PM  
8.034 II Recording Secretary Report D'Ambrosia 0 04:31 PM  
8.035 II* Appeals report -No items to report D'Ambrosia 0 04:31 PM  
8.04 II Announcement of 802 EC Interim Telecons Rosdahl 5 04:31 PM  

8.05 II Call for Tutorials for Mar 2024 Plenary  Rosdahl 5 04:36 PM  
8.06 II Action Item Review D'Ambrosia 5 04:41 PM  
8.07 DT 802/SA Task Force Meeting Reminder Nikolich 1 04:46 PM  
         04:47 PM  
9.00   Any Other Business Nikolich   04:47 PM  
         04:47 PM  
10.00   ADJOURN SEC MEETING Nikolich 0 05:00 PM  
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3.00 II Announcements from the Chair Nikolich 5 01:15 PM  
Chair recognized Mr. Powell, who announced that Roberto Aielo had passed away.  The chair requested a moment of silence in 
memory of Roberto Aiello. 

Chair presented Slides #2-3 from attached presentation ec-23-0226-00-00EC-17nov2023-closing-ec-chair-s-deck.pdf 

4.00   LMSC Internal business     01:20 PM  
4.01 II Treasurer's Report Zimmerman 10 01:20 PM  

Zimmerman presented attached presentation, ec-23-0222-02-00EC-november-2023-treasurer-s-report.pdf  
There were no questions for the treasurer. 
 

4.02 MI Future Meetings Rosdahl 0 01:30 PM  
4.03 MI Rule Changes Gilb 15 01:30 PM  

Gilb presented attached presentation, ec-23-0229-00-00EC-november-rules-motions.pdf.  

During discussion it was agreed on slide 3 the chair should be notified by 30 days to 45 days –  

The IEEE 802 University Outreach program is designed to allow a professor to bring students on the Tuesday of an IEEE 802 
Plenary Session.  The professor should notify the IEEE 802 Chair at least 45 days prior to the plenary session of their desire 
to participate with their students in the IEEE 802 University Outreach program. 
 

A question of clarification of the motion was asked and clarified. 

* Motion #2 The LMSC approves adding the text slide 3 of ec-23-0229-01 describing the IEEE 802 University Outreach 
program to the IEEE 802 LMSC Chair's Guidelines. 

Moved Gilb 
Second Powell 
Results Approved by voice vote without objection 
Motion Passes 
Reference Agenda Item #4.03, Time: 1:25 PM 

 

* Motion #3 The LMSC approves setting the Student registration fee to $100 and a limit of up to 20 applications for the 
2024 IEEE 802 Plenary Sessions 

Moved Gilb 
Second Parsons 
Results 7Y-2N-3A 
Motion Passes 
Reference Agenda Item #4.03, Time: 1:30 PM 

 
Gilb reviewed Endorsement / affiliation letters for the upcoming election in March 2024.  D’Ambrosia asked if individuals who would 
be functioning as “assistants” would be required to submit these letters, and Gilb indicated that there was currently no requirement. 
 

4.04 II IEEE Milestone Update Thompson 10 01:45 PM  
Thompson presented attached file, ec-23-0227-00-00EC-ieee-802-lmsc-milestone-project-status.pdf.  

The 802 EC Treasurer noted that funding for the 802 Plaque is, in his opinion, could not come from the 802 Treasury, as it was not 
thought to be a standards development activity.  There was debate regarding this opinion.  
 
There were other questions about the presentation.  
 
Action Item – Thompson - Bring estimated cost for Milestone Plaque ceremony for consideration by the 802 EC at the Jan 2024 802 
EC Teleconference. 
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The chair noted that there is a IEEE Milestone for ALOHA Packet Radio Data Network near the current Plenary location, if individuals 
wish to go see a real-life example. 

4.05 II Orientation Program Report Marks 3 01:55 PM  
Marks presented attached file, ec-23-0218-00-00EC-orientation-program-report.pdf.   

4.06 DT Executive Session 
Discussion Topic: External Opportunity 

Law 30 01:58 PM  

At 1:58 the chair noted the Exec Session would begin, as well as indicating that the Executive Session would end by 02:30 pm. 

The chair invited the following individuals to the Executive Session:  

• All 802 EC Members and 802 Standing Committee Chairs  

Attendees: Paul Nikolich, James Gilb*, Roger Marks, George Zimmerman, Jon Rodahl, John D’Ambrosia, Glenn Parsons, David Law, 
Dorothy Stanley, Clint Powell, Edward Au*, Tuncer Baykas, Tim Godfrey, Clint Chaplin, George Thompson, Peter Yee, Subir Das, Steve 
Shellhammer* 

* Participated remotely 
 
The Executive Session ended at 2:25pm. 
Reported Output: No reported output. 
Chair announced a 10 minute break. 
Meeting reconvened @ 2:43pm. 
 

5.00   IEEE Standards Board, SA Ballot Items, and  Industry Connections     02:28 PM  
5.01 ME IEEE 802.15 Powell   02:28 PM  
5.011 ME To NesCom: P802.15.4ad PAR Powell 3 02:28 PM  

Powell presented slide #6 of attached presentation, 15-23-0614-00-0000-802-15-wg-motions-for-802-lmsc-closing-nov-2023.pdf.   

* Motion #4 IEEE 802.15 WG requests IEEE 802 LMSC to approve forwarding P802.15.4ad PAR documentation in 
https://mentor.ieee.org/802.15/dcn/23/15-23-0436-08-04ad-p802-15-4ad-draft-par-on-sun-phys.pdf to 
NesCom and approve CSD documentation in https://mentor.ieee.org/802.15/dcn/23/15-23-0494-03-
04ad-next-gen-sun-phys-draft-csd.docx. 

Moved Powell 
Second Au 
Results Approved by voice vote without objection 
Motion Passes 
Reference Agenda Item #5.021, Time: 2:45 PM 

 

5.012 ME To Standards Association Ballot - P802.15.7a Powell 3 02:31 PM  
Powell presented slides #9-19 of attached presentation, 15-23-0614-00-0000-802-15-wg-motions-for-802-lmsc-closing-nov-
2023.pdf.   
 

* Motion #5 Approve sending IEEE P802.15.7a_D6 to Standards Association Ballot. 
Confirm the CSD for P802.15.7a in 
https://mentor.ieee.org/802.15/dcn/19/15-19-0297-03-0vat-csd-for-high-rate-occ-task-group.docx  

Moved Powell 
Second Au 
Results Approved by voice vote without objection 
Motion Passes 
Reference Agenda Item #5.021, Time: 2:48 PM 

 

 

https://mentor.ieee.org/802.15/dcn/23/15-23-0436-08-04ad-p802-15-4ad-draft-par-on-sun-phys.pdf
https://mentor.ieee.org/802.15/dcn/23/15-23-0494-03-04ad-next-gen-sun-phys-draft-csd.docx
https://mentor.ieee.org/802.15/dcn/23/15-23-0494-03-04ad-next-gen-sun-phys-draft-csd.docx
https://mentor.ieee.org/802.15/dcn/19/15-19-0297-03-0vat-csd-for-high-rate-occ-task-group.docx
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5.02   IEEE 802.19    02:28 PM  
5.021 ME To NesCom, IEEE P802.19.3a Recommended Practice Amendment: Enhanced 

sub-1 Gz Coexistence 
Baykas 5 02:28 PM  

Baykas presented slides #2-3 of attached presentation, ec-23-0223-00-00EC-ieee-802-19-agenda-items.pdf.   

* Motion #6   Approve forwarding IEEE P802.19.3a PAR documentation in 
< :https://mentor.ieee.org/802.19/dcn/23/19-23-0017-03-0000-19-3a-par-draft.pdf> to NesCom 

Moved Baykas 
Second Rosdahl 
Results Approved by voice vote without objection 
Motion Passes 
Reference Agenda Item #5.021, Time: 2:51 PM 

 

5.03   IEEE 802.1    02:39 PM  
5.031 ME* To NesCom: P802.1ACea  

Motion: Approve forwarding P802.1ACea PAR documentation in 
https://www.ieee802.org/1/files/public/docs2023/ea-PAR-1123-v01.pdf  to 
NesCom 
Approve CSD documentation in 
https://www.ieee802.org/1/files/public/docs2023/ea-CSD-1123-v01.pdf 
M: Parsons     S:asdf Marks 

Parsons 0 02:39 PM  

Approved with approval of agenda. 

5.032 ME* To NesCom:P802.1CB-2017/Cor1 
Motion: • Approve forwarding P802.1CB-2017/Cor1 PAR documentation in 
https://www.ieee802.org/1/files/public/docs2023/cb-cor1-PAR-1123-v01.pdf  to 
NesCom 
M: Parsons     S: Law 

Parsons 0 02:39 PM  

Approved with approval of agenda. 

5.033 ME* To NesCom:P802.1AXdz 
Motion: Approve forwarding P802.1AXdz PAR documentation in 
https://www.ieee802.org/1/files/public/docs2023/dz-PAR-1123-v01.pdf to 
NesCom 
Approve CSD documentation in 
https://www.ieee802.org/1/files/public/docs2023/dz-CSD-1123-v01.pdf 
M: Parsons     S: Law 

Parsons 0 02:39 PM  

Approved with approval of agenda. 

5.034 ME* To Standards Association ballot, P802.1Qdj D2.0  
Motion: Approve sending P802.1Qdj D2.0 to Standards Association ballot 
Confirm the CSD for P802.1Qdj in https://mentor.ieee.org/802-ec/dcn/19/ec-19-
0139-00-ACSD-p802-1qdj.pdf 
M: Parsons     S: Marks 

Parsons 0 02:39 PM  

Approved with approval of agenda. 

5.035 ME* To Standards Association ballot, P802.1ASdn D2.0  
Motion: Approve sending P802.1ASdn D2.0 to Standards Association ballot 
Confirm the CSD for P802.1ASdn in https://mentor.ieee.org/802-ec/dcn/20/ec-
20-0202-00-ACSD-p802-1asdn.pdf   
M: Parsons     S: Marks 

Parsons 0 02:39 PM  

Approved with approval of agenda. 

https://mentor.ieee.org/802.19/dcn/23/19-23-0017-03-0000-19-3a-par-draft.pdf
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5.036 ME* To Standards Association ballot (conditional) - P802.1ASdm D2.0  
Motion - Conditionally approve sending P802.1ASdm D2.0 to Standards 
Association ballot 
Confirm the CSD for P802.1ASdm in https://mentor.ieee.org/802-ec/dcn/20/ec-
20-0093-01-ACSD-p802-1asdm.pdf  
M: Parsons     S: Marks 

Parsons 0 02:39 PM  

Approved with approval of agenda. 

5.037 ME* To Standards Association ballot (Conditional) - P802.1Qdx D2.0 
Motion: • Conditionally approve sending P802.1Qdx D2.0 to Standards Association 
ballot 
Confirm the CSD for P802.1Qdx in https://mentor.ieee.org/802-ec/dcn/23/ec-23-
0075-00-ACSD-p802-1qdx.pdf  
M: Parsons     S: Marks 

Parsons 0 02:39 PM  

Approved with approval of agenda. 

5.038 ME* To RevCom: P802.1ASdr  
Motion: Approve sending P802.1ASdr to RevCom 
Approve CSD documentation in https://mentor.ieee.org/802-ec/dcn/21/ec-21-
0097-00-ACSD-p802-1asdr.pdf 
M: Parsons     S: Marks 

Parsons 0 02:39 PM  

Approved with approval of agenda. 

5.039 ME* To RevCom (conditional), P802.1CS-2020/Cor1 
Motion: Conditionally approve sending P802.1CS-2020/Cor1 to RevCom 
M: Parsons     S: Marks 

Parsons 0 02:39 PM  

Approved with approval of agenda. 

5.04  IEEE 802.3     02:39 PM  
5.041 ME* To NesCom - IEEE P802.3-2022/Cor 1 (IEEE 802.3dn) Multi-Gigabit Automotive 

MDI return loss PAR (48-hour rule) 
Motion: Approve forwarding IEEE P802.3-2022/Cor 1 (IEEE 802.3dn) PAR 
documentation in <https://mentor.ieee.org/802-ec/dcn/23/ec-23-0210-00-00EC-
ieee-p802-3-2022-cor-1-draft-par.pdf> to NesCom 
M: Law     S: D'Ambrosia 

Law 0 02:39 PM  

Approved with approval of agenda. 

5.042 ME* To Standards Association ballot (conditional) - IEEE P802.3cw 
Motion: Conditionally approve sending IEEE P802.3cw 400 Gb/s over DWDM 
Systems to Standards Association ballot Confirm the updated CSD for IEEE 
P802.3cw in <https://mentor.ieee.org/802-ec/dcn/23/ec-23-0211-00-00EC-ieee-
p802-3cw-modified-csd.pdf> 
M: Law     S: D'Ambrosia 

Law 0 02:39 PM  

Approved with approval of agenda. 

5.043 ME* To RevCom (conditional) - IEEE P802.3df 400 Gb/s and 800 Gb/s Ethernet 
Motion: Conditionally approve sending IEEE P802.3df to RevCom  
Confirm the CSD for IEEE P802.3df in <https://mentor.ieee.org/802-
ec/dcn/21/ec-21-0306-01-ACSD-p802-3df.pdf> 
M: Law     S: D'Ambrosia 

Law 0 02:39 PM  

Approved with approval of agenda. 

5.044 ME To NesCom - IEEE P802.3dh PAR Withdrawal Request Law 5 02:39 PM  

Law presented Slides #2 – 4 of attached presentation, ec-23-0199-01-00EC-ieee-802-3-ethernet-working-group-agenda-items-friday-
17-november-2023.pdf. 
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Chair invited Yuji Watanabe, IEEE P802.3dh Task Force Chair,  to speak.  Mr. Watanabe provided his point of view on the project.  
The  802 Chair thanked Mr. Watanabe for his remarks and efforts. EC members reminded Mr. Watanabe that he is welcome to 
propose a new project with a similar Scope/Purpose when there is sufficient support. 

* Motion #7 Approve forwarding IEEE P802.3dh PAR withdrawal request to NesCom 
Moved Law 
Second D’Ambrosia 
Results Approved by voice vote without objection 
Motion Passes 
Reference Agenda Item #5.044, Time: 3:02 PM 

 
5.05  IEEE 802.11 Stanley   02:44 PM  
5.051 ME To Standards Association Ballot (Conditional) - IEEE P802.11be Stanley 3 02:44 PM  

Stanley presented slides #18 – 21 of attached presentation, 11-23-1686-05-0000-november-2023-working-group-motions.pdf.   
Stanley presented attached presentation, attached presentation, 11-23-2053-07-00be-tgbe-report-to-ec-on-conditional-approval-to-
go-to-sa-ballot.pdf .  
  

* Motion #8 Conditionally approve sending P802.11be to SA Ballot 
 
Confirm the CSD for P802.11be in ec-19-0063-00-ACSD-p802-11be.docx   

Moved Stanley 
Second Rosdahl 
Results Approved by voice vote without objection 
Motion Passes 
Reference Agenda Item #5.051, Time: 3:10 PM 

 
5.052 ME To Standards Association Ballot - IEEE P802.11-2020 Cor 2 Stanley 3 02:47 PM  

Stanley presented slides #13 – 16 of attached presentation, 11-23-1686-05-0000-november-2023-working-group-motions.pdf.   
Stanley presented attached presentation, 11-23-1959-01-0000-ec-report-p802-11-2020-cor2-to-sa-ballot.pdf.   
 

* Motion #9  Approve sending P802.11-2020 Cor 2 to SA Ballot  
Moved Stanley 
Second Rosdahl 
Results Approved by voice vote without objection 
Motion Passes 
Reference Agenda Item #5.052, Time: 3:13 PM 

 
6.00   Executive Committee Study Groups, WG Study Groups, and TAGs     02:55 PM  
6.01 MI IEEE 802.1 Parsons   02:55 PM  
6.01 MI IEEE 802.3 Law   02:55 PM  
6.011 MI* IEEE 802.3 Ethernet for Automotive Imaging Sensors Study Group (first rechartering) 

Motion: Grant the 1st rechartering of IEEE 802.3 Ethernet for Automotive Imaging 
Sensors Study Group 
M: Law     S: D'Ambrosia 

Law 0 02:55 PM  

Approved with approval of agenda. 
 

6.02  IEEE 802.11 Stanley   02:55 PM  
6.021 MI AMP Ambient Power SG (Second recharter and first extension)  Stanley 3 02:55 PM  

Stanley presented slides #33 of attached presentation, 11-23-1686-05-0000-november-2023-working-group-motions.pdf. 
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* Motion #10 Grant the 2nd rechartering & 6 month extension of the 802.11 Ambient Power (AMP) Study Group. 
Moved Stanley 
Second Rosdahl 
Results Approved by voice vote without objection 
Motion Passes 
Reference Agenda Item #6.021, Time: 3:15 PM 

 

6.022 MI* IMMW Integrated Millimeter Wave SG (first rechartering) Stanley 0 02:58 PM  
Approved with approval of agenda. 

6.03 MI IEEE 802.15 Powell   02:58 PM  
6.04 MI IEEE 802.18 Au   02:58 PM  
6.05  IEEE 802.19    03:13 PM  
6.051 MI IEEE 802.19 Enhanced sub-1GHz Coexistence Study Group 

Motion: Grant the 1st rechartering of the 802.19  Enhanced sub-1GHz Coexistence 
Study Group 
M: Baykas     S: D'Ambrosia 

Baykas 0 03:13 PM  

Approved with approval of agenda. 

6.06 MI IEEE 802.24 Godfrey   03:13 PM  
7.00   LMSC Liaisons and External Communications     03:13 PM  

7.01   IEEE 802.19 Baykas   03:13 PM  

7.02   IEEE 802.24 Godfrey   03:13 PM  
7.03   IEEE 802 Nikolich   03:13 PM  
7.04   IEEE 802.1     03:13 PM  
7.041 ME* Approve submission of the following draft(s) to ISO/IEC JTC1/SC6 for 

information under the PSDO agreement, once SA Balloting begins:    IEEE 
P802.1Qdj, IEEE P802.1Qdx, IEEE P802.1ASdm, IEEE P802-REVc 
M: Parsons     S: Marks 

Parsons 0 03:13 PM  

Approved with approval of agenda. 

7.042 ME* Approve submission of the following draft(s) to ISO/IEC JTC1/SC6 for adoption 
under the PSDO agreement, once approved and published:   IEEE 802.1ASdr, IEEE 
802.1CS-2020/Cor1 
M: Parsons     S: Marks 

Parsons 0 03:13 PM  

Approved with approval of agenda. 

7.043 ME* • Approve submission of the following comment responses to ISO/IEC JTC1/SC6 
for information under the PSDO agreement:   
IEEE 802.1Qcz-2023 
https://www.ieee802.org/1/files/public/docs2023/liaison-randall-
SC6CommentResponseQcz-1123.pdf  
IEEE 802.1AEdk-2023 
https://www.ieee802.org/1/files/public/docs2023/liaison-randall-
SC6CommentResponseAEdk-1123.pdf 
M: Parsons     S: Marks 

Parsons 0 03:13 PM  

Approved with approval of agenda. 

7.044 II* Liaison to IETF DetNet WG 
•Approve https://www.ieee802.org/1/files/public/docs2023/liaison-IETF-
DetNet-status-update-1123-v01.pdf as communication to the IETF Deterministic 
Networking (DetNet) WG, granting the IEEE 802.1 WG chair (or his delegate) 
editorial license. 

Parsons 0 03:13 PM  
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7.045 II Liaison to IETF - https://mentor.ieee.org/802-ec/dcn/23/ec-23-0225-01-00EC-
802-1-agenda-items-november-2023.pptx 

Parsons 2 03:13 PM  

Parsons displayed Slide #3 of attached presentation, ec-23-0225-02-00EC-802-1-agenda-items-november-2023.pdf.  

7.05   IEEE 802.3    03:15 PM  

7.051 ME* Approve Liaison to IEC TC 64 MT 2 
Motion: Approve IEEE 802.3 requesting a Category C Liaison with IEC TC 64 MT 2 
Current carrying capacity of conductors and related  overcurrent protection 
Confirm the appointment of David Law as an IEEE 802.3 liaison officer to serve as 
the IEEE 802.3 Category C Liaison representative to IEC TC 64 MT 2 
M: Zimmerman     S: D'Ambrosia 

Law 0 03:15 PM  

Approved with approval of agenda. 

7.052 ME* Appointment of liaison officer from IEEE 802.3 to ITU-T SG15 
Motion: Confirm the appointment of Tom Huber as the IEEE 802.3 liaison officer to 
ITU-T SG15 
M: Law     S: D'Ambrosia 

Law 0 03:15 PM  

Approved with approval of agenda. 

7.053 II* Liaison letters to ITU-T SG15 - IEEE 802.3 updates to ITU-T SG15 
standardisation overview and work plans 
 • Access Network Transport (ANT) standardisation overview and work plan - 
<https://mentor.ieee.org/802ec/dcn/23/ec-23-0215-00-00EC-liaison-reply-to-
itu-t-sg15-on-ant-workplan.pdf> 
• Home Network Transport (HNT) standardisation overview and work plan - 
<https://mentor.ieee.org/802-ec/dcn/23/ec-23-0214-00-00EC-liaison-reply-to-
itu-t-sg15-on-hnt-workplan.pdf>, 
• Optical Transport Networks & Technologies (OTNT) standardisation overview 
and work plans - <https://mentor.ieee.org/802-ec/dcn/23/ec-23-0213-00-00EC-
liaison-reply-to-itu-t-sg15-on-otnt-workplan.pdf>. 

Law 0 03:15 PM  

 

7.054 II* Liaison liaison to ITU-T SG15 - IEEE P802.3df Status Update 
The IEEE 802.3 liaison letter regarding IEEE P802.3df status update can be 
accessed at https://mentor.ieee.org/802-ec/dcn/23/ec-23-0217-00-00EC-
liaisonto-itu-t-sg15-regarding-ieee-p802-3df-status-update.pdf 

Law 0 03:15 PM  

 

7.055 II Liaison reply to ITU-T SG15 regarding G.652 fiber link property Law 2 03:00 PM  

Law displayed Slide #6 from attached presentation 802d3_1123_EC_closing.pdf 

7.06   IEEE 802.11 Stanley   03:17 PM  
7.07   IEEE 802.15    03:17 PM  
7.071 ME* Liaison Statement Approval, ISO/IEC JTC1/SC6 

Motion: IEEE 802.15 WG requests IEEE 802 EC approval to forward IEEE Std 
802.15.3™-2023 to ISO/IEC JTC1/SC6, for information under the PSDO agreement. 
M: Powell     S:  

Powell 0 03:17 PM  

Approved with approval of agenda. 

7.072 ME* Liaison Statement Approval, ISO/IEC JTC1/SC6 
Motion: IEEE 802.15 WG requests IEEE 802 EC approval to forward IEEE Std 
802.15.4y™-2021 to ISO/IEC JTC1/SC6, for information under the PSDO 
agreement. 
M: Powell     S:  

Powell 0 03:17 PM  

Approved with approval of agenda. 
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7.08   IEEE 802.18 Au   03:17 PM  

7.09 ME 802 / JTC1 SC - Communication JTC1 SC Status to SC6 Yee 3 03:17 PM  
Yee displayed attached presentation, ec-23-0224-01-00EC-ieee-802-status-report-for-sc-6-december-2023.pdf.  

* Motion #11 Approve sending https://mentor.ieee.org/802-ec/dcn/23/ec-23-0224-01-00EC-ieee-802-status-report-for-
sc-6-december-2023.pptx  as communication to JTC 1/SC 6, granting the IEEE LMSC chair (or his delegate) 
editorial license.  

Moved Stanley 
Second Baykas 
Results Approved by voice vote without objection 
Motion Passes 
Reference Agenda Item #7.09, Time: 3:36 PM 

 

8.00   Information Items     03:20 PM  

8.01 II IEEE SA Staff Reports     03:20 PM  
None 

8.02   Standing Committee Reports     03:20 PM  
8.021 II 802 / JTC1 SC Report  Yee 3 03:20 PM  

Yee displayed attached presentation, 11-23-1853-01-0jtc-closing-report-mixed-mode-november-2023.pdf  

8.022 II 802 / ITU SC Report Parsons 3 03:23 PM  
Parsons displayed slide 28 of attached presentation, ec-23-0212-00-INTL-itu-sc-agenda-november-2023.pdf.   

D’Ambrosia noted he would volunteer to participate in the development of the July 2024 workshop if IEEE 802 agreed to host or 
sponsor ITU-T SG15 at a future plenary.  
 

8.023 II 802 / IETF SC Report Stanley 0 03:26 PM  
No reports.  

8.024 II 802 Public Visibility SC Report Baykas 3 03:29 PM  
Baykas displayed attached presentation, ec-23-0206-01-PVIS-november-2023-public-visibility-sc-activities.pdf.  

8.03   Officers Reports     03:32 PM  

8.031 II 1st Vice Chair Report  GIlb   03:32 PM  
No Report 

8.032 II 2nd Vice Chair Report Marks 0 03:32 PM  
No Report 

8.033 II Executive secretary report Rosdahl 75 03:32 PM  
Rosdahl displayed Slide #31 of attached presentation, ec-23-0193-02-00EC-executive-secretary-report-for-2023-november-plenary-
honolulu.pdf   
 
Straw Poll - Would you support moving the 2025 July Plenary from July 13 – 18  to July 27 – Aug 1 

• Yes - 11 
• No - 2 
• Abstain - 2 

  

https://mentor.ieee.org/802-ec/dcn/23/ec-23-0224-01-00EC-ieee-802-status-report-for-sc-6-december-2023.pptx
https://mentor.ieee.org/802-ec/dcn/23/ec-23-0224-01-00EC-ieee-802-status-report-for-sc-6-december-2023.pptx
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* Motion #12 Move to approve the Melia Castilla Madrid, Madrid, Spain as the location for the 2025 July IEEE 802 
Plenary. 

Moved Rosdahl 
Second Powell 
Results Approved by voice vote without objection 
Motion Passes 
Reference Agenda Item #8.033, Time: ≈4:06 PM 

 

* Motion #13 Move to approve the Marriott Marquis Queen’s Park, Bangkok, Thailand as the location for the 2025 
November IEEE 802 Plenary. 

Moved Rosdahl 
Second Law 
Results Approved by voice vote without objection 
Motion Passes 
Reference Agenda Item #8.033, Time: ≈4:10 PM 

 

* Motion #14 Move to approve the Hyatt Regency Vancouver, Vancouver, BC, Canada as the location for the 2026 March 
IEEE 802 Plenary. 

Moved Rosdahl 
Second D’Ambrosia 
Results Approved by voice vote without objection 
Motion Passes 
Reference Agenda Item #8.033, Time: 4:14 PM 

 

* Motion #15 Move to approve the Marriott Marquis Queen’s Park, Bangkok, Thailand as the location for the 2026 
November IEEE 802 Plenary. 

Moved Rosdahl 
Second Powell 
Results Approved by voice vote without objection 
Motion Passes 
Reference Agenda Item #8.033, Time: 4:32 PM 

 

* Motion #16 Move to approve the Gothia Towers, Gothenburg, Sweden as the location for the 2027 July IEEE 802 
Plenary. 

Moved Rosdahl 
Second Stanley 
Results Approved by voice vote without objection 
Motion Passes 
Reference Agenda Item #8.033, Time: 4:35 PM 

 

* Motion #17 Move to approve a site visit for the Executive Secretary to visit the Hyatt Regency Vancouver with the 
Meeting planner (Face to Face Events) and the Network Vendor (Linespeed Events) for the purposes of 
preparing the mixed mode capabilities.  Executive Secretary expenses not to exceed $2500. 

Moved Zimmerman 
Second Stanley 
Results Approved by voice vote without objection 
Motion Passes 
Reference Agenda Item #8.033, Time: 4:40 PM 
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* Motion #18 Move to approve a site visit for the Executive Secretary to visit the Melia Castilla Madrid, Madrid, Spain 
with the Meeting planner (Face to Face Events) and the Network Vendor (Linespeed Events) for the 
purposes of preparing the mixed mode capabilities.  Executive Secretary expenses not to exceed $5000. 

Moved Zimmerman 
Second Baykas 
Results Approved by voice vote without objection 
Motion Passes 
Reference Agenda Item #8.033, Time: 4:41 PM 

 

* Motion #19 Move to approve a site visit for the Executive Secretary to visit the Gothia Hotel in Gothenburg, Sweden 
with the Meeting planner (Face to Face Events) and the Network Vendor (Linespeed Events) for the 
purposes of preparing the mixed mode capabilities.  Executive Secretary expenses not to exceed $5000. 

Moved Stanley 
Second Parsons 
Results Approved by voice vote without objection 
Motion Passes 
Reference Agenda Item #8.033, Time: 4:42 PM 

 

* Motion #20 Move to designate the three 2024 Plenaries as Mixed Mode 
Moved Rosdahl 
Second Zimmerman 
Results Approved by voice vote without objection 
Motion Passes 
Reference Agenda Item #8.033, Time: 4:43 PM 

 

* Motion #21 Move to set the meeting fees for the 2024 March IEEE 802 Plenary to be held at the Hyatt Regency Denver 
as the following: 
• Early-bird $800 until January 12, 2024 
• Standard $1150 until March 1, 2024 
• Late/On-site $1500 after March 1, 2024 
• A in Hotel Discount of $300 for a 3-night stay 
• Cancellation Fees: 

– Full Refund - No Fee until January 12, 2024 
– Cancellation fee  $150 January 13 until  March 1; 
– Cancelation - No refund after March 1 

Moved Rosdahl 
Second Powell 
Results Approved by voice vote without objection 
Motion Passes 
Reference Agenda Item #8.033, Time: 4:59 PM 

 

* Motion #22 Move to approve the University Outreach program for March 2024: 
The Outreach Student fee is USD$25 per student.  
The program is limited to 42 Students. 

Moved Rosdahl 
Second Gilb 
Results Approved by voice vote without objection 
Motion Passes 
Reference Agenda Item #8.033, Time: 5:10 PM 
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* Motion #23 Approve hosting of joint workshop with ITU-T SG15 adjacent to July 2024 IEEE 802 plenary session, with 
additional cost not to exceed US$10,000 .  

Moved Rosdahl 
Second Parsons 
Results Approved by voice vote without objection 
Motion Passes 
Reference Agenda Item #8.033, Time: 5:12 PM 

 

8.034 II Recording Secretary Report D'Ambrosia 0 03:32 PM  
No business 

8.035 II* Appeals report -No items to report D'Ambrosia 0 03:32 PM  
8.04 II Announcement of 802 EC Interim Telecons Rosdahl 5 03:32 PM  

Rosdahl presented slide #67 of attached presentation, ec-23-0193-03-00EC-executive-secretary-report-for-2023-november-plenary-
honolulu.pdf.  

8.05 II Call for Tutorials for Mar 2024 Plenary  Rosdahl 5 03:37 PM  

Rosdahl presented slide #68 of attached presentation, ec-23-0193-03-00EC-executive-secretary-report-for-2023-november-plenary-
honolulu.pdf.  

8.06 II Action Item Review D'Ambrosia 5 03:42 PM  
D’Ambrosia reviewed action items assigned during meeting. 

s8.07 DT 802/SA Task Force Meeting Reminder Nikolich 1 03:47 PM  
Nikolich noted he has not received any agenda item requests.  A meeting will be scheduled if he receives requests for agenda items. 

9.00   Any Other Business Nikolich   03:48 PM  
The chair noted that there were significant network issues this week.  Rosdahl reviewed a number of issues that occurred with the 
network. The root causes of the issues and corrective actions will be in the Network Service Providers report to be published shortly 
after the plenary session. 

10.00   ADJOURN SEC MEETING Nikolich 0 05:00 PM  

Meeting adjourned @ 5:26 pm 
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Action Items 
4.04 Thompson Bring estimated cost for Milestone Plaque ceremony for consideration by the 802 EC at 

the Jan 2024 802 EC Teleconference. 
 
Motions 
Consent Agenda 

5.031 ME* To NesCom: P802.1ACea  
Motion: Approve forwarding P802.1ACea PAR documentation in 
https://www.ieee802.org/1/files/public/docs2023/ea-PAR-1123-v01.pdf  to 
NesCom 
Approve CSD documentation in 
https://www.ieee802.org/1/files/public/docs2023/ea-CSD-1123-v01.pdf 
M: Parsons     S: Marks 

Parsons 0 02:39 PM  

5.032 ME* To NesCom:P802.1CB-2017/Cor1 
Motion: • Approve forwarding P802.1CB-2017/Cor1 PAR documentation in 
https://www.ieee802.org/1/files/public/docs2023/cb-cor1-PAR-1123-v01.pdf  to 
NesCom 
M: Parsons     S: Law 

Parsons 0 02:39 PM  

5.033 ME* To NesCom:P802.1AXdz 
Motion: Approve forwarding P802.1AXdz PAR documentation in 
https://www.ieee802.org/1/files/public/docs2023/dz-PAR-1123-v01.pdf to 
NesCom 
Approve CSD documentation in 
https://www.ieee802.org/1/files/public/docs2023/dz-CSD-1123-v01.pdf 
M: Parsons     S: Law 

Parsons 0 02:39 PM  

5.034 ME* To Standards Association ballot, P802.1Qdj D2.0  
Motion: Approve sending P802.1Qdj D2.0 to Standards Association ballot 
Confirm the CSD for P802.1Qdj in https://mentor.ieee.org/802-ec/dcn/19/ec-19-
0139-00-ACSD-p802-1qdj.pdf 
M: Parsons     S: Marks 

Parsons 0 02:39 PM  

5.035 ME* To Standards Association ballot, P802.1ASdn D2.0  
Motion: Approve sending P802.1ASdn D2.0 to Standards Association ballot 
Confirm the CSD for P802.1ASdn in https://mentor.ieee.org/802-ec/dcn/20/ec-
20-0202-00-ACSD-p802-1asdn.pdf   
M: Parsons     S: Marks 

Parsons 0 02:39 PM  

5.036 ME* To Standards Association ballot (conditional) - P802.1ASdm D2.0  
Motion - Conditionally approve sending P802.1ASdm D2.0 to Standards 
Association ballot 
Confirm the CSD for P802.1ASdm in https://mentor.ieee.org/802-ec/dcn/20/ec-
20-0093-01-ACSD-p802-1asdm.pdf  
M: Parsons     S: Marks 

Parsons 0 02:39 PM  

5.037 ME* To Standards Association ballot (Conditional) - P802.1Qdx D2.0 
Motion: • Conditionally approve sending P802.1Qdx D2.0 to Standards Association 
ballot 
Confirm the CSD for P802.1Qdx in https://mentor.ieee.org/802-ec/dcn/23/ec-23-
0075-00-ACSD-p802-1qdx.pdf  
M: Parsons     S: Marks 

Parsons 0 02:39 PM  

5.038 ME* To RevCom: P802.1ASdr  
Motion: Approve sending P802.1ASdr to RevCom 
Approve CSD documentation in https://mentor.ieee.org/802-ec/dcn/21/ec-21-
0097-00-ACSD-p802-1asdr.pdf 
M: Parsons     S: Marks 

Parsons 0 02:39 PM  

5.039 ME* To RevCom (conditional), P802.1CS-2020/Cor1 
Motion: Conditionally approve sending P802.1CS-2020/Cor1 to RevCom 
M: Parsons     S: Marks 

Parsons 0 02:39 PM  
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5.041 ME* To NesCom - IEEE P802.3-2022/Cor 1 (IEEE 802.3dn) Multi-Gigabit Automotive 
MDI return loss PAR (48-hour rule) 
Motion: Approve forwarding IEEE P802.3-2022/Cor 1 (IEEE 802.3dn) PAR 
documentation in <https://mentor.ieee.org/802-ec/dcn/23/ec-23-0210-00-00EC-
ieee-p802-3-2022-cor-1-draft-par.pdf> to NesCom 
M: Law     S: D'Ambrosia 

Law 0 02:39 PM  

5.042 ME* To Standards Association ballot (conditional) - IEEE P802.3cw 
Motion: Conditionally approve sending IEEE P802.3cw 400 Gb/s over DWDM 
Systems to Standards Association ballot Confirm the updated CSD for IEEE 
P802.3cw in <https://mentor.ieee.org/802-ec/dcn/23/ec-23-0211-00-00EC-ieee-
p802-3cw-modified-csd.pdf> 
M: Law     S: D'Ambrosia 

Law 0 02:39 PM  

5.043 ME* To RevCom (conditional) - IEEE P802.3df 400 Gb/s and 800 Gb/s Ethernet 
Motion: Conditionally approve sending IEEE P802.3df to RevCom  
Confirm the CSD for IEEE P802.3df in <https://mentor.ieee.org/802-
ec/dcn/21/ec-21-0306-01-ACSD-p802-3df.pdf> 
M: Law     S: D'Ambrosia 

Law 0 02:39 PM  

6.011 MI* IEEE 802.3 Ethernet for Automotive Imaging Sensors Study Group (first 
rechartering) 
Motion: Grant the 1st rechartering of IEEE 802.3 Ethernet for Automotive Imaging 
Sensors Study Group 
M: Law     S: D'Ambrosia 

Law 0 02:55 PM  

6.022 MI* IMMW Integrated Millimeter Wave SG (first rechartering) Stanley 0 02:58 PM  

6.031 MI* Study Group 1st Rechartering -802.15.4ad Powell 0 02:58 PM  

6.051 MI IEEE 802.19 Enhanced sub-1GHz Coexistence Study Group 
Motion: Grant the 1st rechartering of the 802.19  Enhanced sub-1GHz Coexistence 
Study Group 

Baykas 0 02:58 PM  

7.041 ME* Approve submission of the following draft(s) to ISO/IEC JTC1/SC6 for 
information under the PSDO agreement, once SA Balloting begins:    IEEE 
P802.1Qdj, IEEE P802.1Qdx, IEEE P802.1ASdm, IEEE P802-REVc 
M: Parsons     S: Marks 

Parsons 0 02:58 PM  

7.042 ME* Approve submission of the following draft(s) to ISO/IEC JTC1/SC6 for adoption 
under the PSDO agreement, once approved and published:   IEEE 802.1ASdr, IEEE 
802.1CS-2020/Cor1 
M: Parsons     S: Marks 

Parsons 0 02:58 PM  

7.043 ME* • Approve submission of the following comment responses to ISO/IEC JTC1/SC6 
for information under the PSDO agreement:   
IEEE 802.1Qcz-2023 
https://www.ieee802.org/1/files/public/docs2023/liaison-randall-
SC6CommentResponseQcz-1123.pdf  
IEEE 802.1AEdk-2023 
https://www.ieee802.org/1/files/public/docs2023/liaison-randall-
SC6CommentResponseAEdk-1123.pdf 
M: Parsons     S: Marks 

Parsons 0 02:58 PM  

7.051 ME* Approve Liaison to IEC TC 64 MT 2 
Motion: Approve IEEE 802.3 requesting a Category C Liaison with IEC TC 64 MT 2 
Current carrying capacity of conductors and related  overcurrent protection 
Confirm the appointment of David Law as an IEEE 802.3 liaison officer to serve as 
the IEEE 802.3 Category C Liaison representative to IEC TC 64 MT 2 
M: Zimmerman     S: D'Ambrosia 

Law 0 03:00 PM  

7.052 ME* Appointment of liaison officer from IEEE 802.3 to ITU-T SG15 
Motion: Confirm the appointment of Tom Huber as the IEEE 802.3 liaison officer to 
ITU-T SG15 
M: Law     S: D'Ambrosia 

Law 0 03:00 PM  

7.071 ME* Approval to forward standard to ISO/IEC JTC1/SC6 for information 
Motion: IEEE 802.15 WG requests IEEE 802 EC approval to forward IEEE Std 
802.15.3™-2023 to ISO/IEC JTC1/SC6, for information under the PSDO agreement. 
M: Powell     S: Au 

Powell 0 03:02 PM  

7.072 ME* Approval to forward standard to ISO/IEC JTC1/SC6 for information 
Motion: IEEE 802.15 WG requests IEEE 802 EC approval to forward IEEE Std 
802.15.4y™-2021 to ISO/IEC JTC1/SC6, for information under the PSDO 
agreement. 
M: Powell     S: Au 

Powell 0 03:02 PM  
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* Motion #1 Motion to approve the modified agenda (R6) 
Moved Rosdahl 
Second D’Ambrosia 
Results Approved by voice vote without objection 
Motion Passes 
Reference Agenda Item #2.00, Time: 1:03 PM 

 
* Motion #2 The LMSC approves adding the text slide 3 of ec-23-0229-01 describing the IEEE 802 University Outreach 

program to the IEEE 802 LMSC Chair's Guidelines. 
Moved Gilb 
Second Powell 
Results Approved by voice vote without objection 
Motion Passes 
Reference Agenda Item #4.03, Time: 1:25 PM 

 

* Motion #3 The LMSC approves setting the Student registration fee to $100 and a limit of up to 20 applications for the 
2024 IEEE 802 Plenary Sessions 

Moved Gilb 
Second Parsons 
Results 7Y-2N-3A 
Motion Passes 
Reference Agenda Item #4.03, Time: 1:30 PM 

 
* Motion #4 IEEE 802.15 WG requests IEEE 802 LMSC to approve forwarding P802.15.4ad PAR documentation in 

https://mentor.ieee.org/802.15/dcn/23/15-23-0436-08-04ad-p802-15-4ad-draft-par-on-sun-phys.pdf to 
NesCom and approve CSD documentation in https://mentor.ieee.org/802.15/dcn/23/15-23-0494-03-
04ad-next-gen-sun-phys-draft-csd.docx. 

Moved Powell 
Second Au 
Results Approved by voice vote without objection 
Motion Passes 
Reference Agenda Item #5.021, Time: 2:45 PM 

 
* Motion #5 Approve sending IEEE P802.15.7a_D6 to Standards Association Ballot. 

Confirm the CSD for P802.15.7a in 
https://mentor.ieee.org/802.15/dcn/19/15-19-0297-03-0vat-csd-for-high-rate-occ-task-group.docx  

Moved Powell 
Second Au 
Results Approved by voice vote without objection 
Motion Passes 
Reference Agenda Item #5.021, Time: 2:48 PM 

 
* Motion #6   Approve forwarding IEEE P802.19.3a PAR documentation in 

< :https://mentor.ieee.org/802.19/dcn/23/19-23-0017-03-0000-19-3a-par-draft.pdf> to NesCom 
Moved Baykas 
Second Rosdahl 
Results Approved by voice vote without objection 
Motion Passes 
Reference Agenda Item #5.021, Time: 2:51 PM 

 
  

https://mentor.ieee.org/802.15/dcn/23/15-23-0436-08-04ad-p802-15-4ad-draft-par-on-sun-phys.pdf
https://mentor.ieee.org/802.15/dcn/23/15-23-0494-03-04ad-next-gen-sun-phys-draft-csd.docx
https://mentor.ieee.org/802.15/dcn/23/15-23-0494-03-04ad-next-gen-sun-phys-draft-csd.docx
https://mentor.ieee.org/802.15/dcn/19/15-19-0297-03-0vat-csd-for-high-rate-occ-task-group.docx
https://mentor.ieee.org/802.19/dcn/23/19-23-0017-03-0000-19-3a-par-draft.pdf
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* Motion #7 Approve forwarding IEEE P802.3dh PAR withdrawal request to NesCom 
Moved Law 
Second D’Ambrosia 
Results Approved by voice vote without objection 
Motion Passes 
Reference Agenda Item #5.044, Time: 3:02 PM 

 
* Motion #8 Conditionally approve sending P802.11be to SA Ballot 

 
Confirm the CSD for P802.11be in ec-19-0063-00-ACSD-p802-11be.docx   

Moved Stanley 
Second Rosdahl 
Results Approved by voice vote without objection 
Motion Passes 
Reference Agenda Item #5.051, Time: 3:10 PM 

 
* Motion #9  Approve sending P802.11-2020 Cor 2 to SA Ballot  
Moved Stanley 
Second Rosdahl 
Results Approved by voice vote without objection 
Motion Passes 
Reference Agenda Item #5.052, Time: 3:13 PM 

 
* Motion #10 Grant the 2nd rechartering & 6 month extension of the 802.11 Ambient Power (AMP) Study Group. 
Moved Stanley 
Second Rosdahl 
Results Approved by voice vote without objection 
Motion Passes 
Reference Agenda Item #6.021, Time: 3:15 PM 

 
* Motion #11 Approve sending https://mentor.ieee.org/802-ec/dcn/23/ec-23-0224-01-00EC-ieee-802-status-report-for-

sc-6-december-2023.pptx  as communication to JTC 1/SC 6, granting the IEEE LMSC chair (or his delegate) 
editorial license.  

Moved Stanley 
Second Baykas 
Results Approved by voice vote without objection 
Motion Passes 
Reference Agenda Item #7.09, Time: 3:36 PM 

 
* Motion #12 Move to approve the Melia Castilla Madrid, Madrid, Spain as the location for the 2025 July IEEE 802 

Plenary. 
Moved Rosdahl 
Second Powell 
Results Approved by voice vote without objection 
Motion Passes 
Reference Agenda Item #8.033, Time: ≈4:06 PM 

 

  

https://mentor.ieee.org/802-ec/dcn/23/ec-23-0224-01-00EC-ieee-802-status-report-for-sc-6-december-2023.pptx
https://mentor.ieee.org/802-ec/dcn/23/ec-23-0224-01-00EC-ieee-802-status-report-for-sc-6-december-2023.pptx
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* Motion #13 Move to approve the Marriott Marquis Queen’s Park, Bangkok, Thailand as the location for the 2025 
November IEEE 802 Plenary. 

Moved Rosdahl 
Second Law 
Results Approved by voice vote without objection 
Motion Passes 
Reference Agenda Item #8.033, Time: ≈4:10 PM 

 

* Motion #14 Move to approve the Hyatt Regency Vancouver, Vancouver, BC, Canada as the location for the 2026 March 
IEEE 802 Plenary. 

Moved Rosdahl 
Second D’Ambrosia 
Results Approved by voice vote without objection 
Motion Passes 
Reference Agenda Item #8.033, Time: 4:14 PM 

 

* Motion #15 Move to approve the Marriott Marquis Queen’s Park, Bangkok, Thailand as the location for the 2026 
November IEEE 802 Plenary. 

Moved Rosdahl 
Second Powell 
Results Approved by voice vote without objection 
Motion Passes 
Reference Agenda Item #8.033, Time: 4:32 PM 

 

* Motion #16 Move to approve the Gothia Towers, Gothenburg, Sweden as the location for the 2027 July IEEE 802 
Plenary. 

Moved Rosdahl 
Second Stanley 
Results Approved by voice vote without objection 
Motion Passes 
Reference Agenda Item #8.033, Time: 4:35 PM 

 

* Motion #17 Move to approve a site visit for the Executive Secretary to visit the Hyatt Regency Vancouver with the 
Meeting planner (Face to Face Events) and the Network Vendor (Linespeed Events) for the purposes of 
preparing the mixed mode capabilities.  Executive Secretary expenses not to exceed $2500. 

Moved Zimmerman 
Second Stanley 
Results Approved by voice vote without objection 
Motion Passes 
Reference Agenda Item #8.033, Time: 4:40 PM 

 

* Motion #18 Move to approve a site visit for the Executive Secretary to visit the Melia Castilla Madrid, Madrid, Spain 
with the Meeting planner (Face to Face Events) and the Network Vendor (Linespeed Events) for the 
purposes of preparing the mixed mode capabilities.  Executive Secretary expenses not to exceed $5000. 

Moved Zimmerman 
Second Baykas 
Results Approved by voice vote without objection 
Motion Passes 
Reference Agenda Item #8.033, Time: 4:41 PM 
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* Motion #19 Move to approve a site visit for the Executive Secretary to visit the Gothia Hotel in Gothenburg, Sweden 
with the Meeting planner (Face to Face Events) and the Network Vendor (Linespeed Events) for the 
purposes of preparing the mixed mode capabilities.  Executive Secretary expenses not to exceed $5000. 

Moved Stanley 
Second Parsons 
Results Approved by voice vote without objection 
Motion Passes 
Reference Agenda Item #8.033, Time: 4:42 PM 

 

* Motion #20 Move to designate the three 2024 Plenaries as Mixed Mode 
Moved Rosdahl 
Second Zimmerman 
Results Approved by voice vote without objection 
Motion Passes 
Reference Agenda Item #8.033, Time: 4:43 PM 

 

* Motion #21 Move to set the meeting fees for the 2024 March IEEE 802 Plenary to be held at the Hyatt Regency Denver 
as the following: 
• Early-bird $800 until January 12, 2024 
• Standard $1150 until March 1, 2024 
• Late/On-site $1500 after March 1, 2024 
• A in Hotel Discount of $300 for a 3-night stay 
• Cancellation Fees: 

– Full Refund - No Fee until January 12, 2024 
– Cancellation fee  $150 January 13 until  March 1; 
– Cancelation - No refund after March 1 

Moved Rosdahl 
Second Powell 
Results Approved by voice vote without objection 
Motion Passes 
Reference Agenda Item #8.033, Time: 4:59 PM 

 

* Motion #22 Move to approve the University Outreach program for March 2024: 
The Outreach Student fee is USD$25 per student.  
The program is limited to 42 Students. 

Moved Rosdahl 
Second Gilb 
Results Approved by voice vote without objection 
Motion Passes 
Reference Agenda Item #8.033, Time: 5:10 PM 

 

* Motion #23 Approve hosting of joint workshop with ITU-T SG15 adjacent to July 2024 IEEE 802 plenary session, with 
additional cost not to exceed US$10,000 .  

Moved Rosdahl 
Second Parsons 
Results Approved by voice vote without objection 
Motion Passes 
Reference Agenda Item #8.033, Time: 5:12 PM 
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Abstract


This document is a composite of all motions that are brought to the November 
2023 802.11 WG plenary meeting.


Revisions
R0 Draft motions
R1 Results from the opening plenary and other draft motions
R2 Results from the mid-week plenary and draft motions for the closing plenary
R3 Results from the closing plenary (unverified) and draft EC motions
R4 Updates to draft EC motions
R5 Includes EC motion results
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MONDAY (NOVEMBER 13)


November 2023
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Motion 1: TGbn Chair


Confirm Alfred Asterjadhi as the IEEE 802.11 TGbn chair.


Moved: Matthew Fischer, Seconded: Rich Kennedy


Result: Unanimous consent (Motion passes)
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Motion 2: IMMW SG Chair


Confirm Laurent Cariou as the IEEE 802.11 Integrated MilliMeter Wave (IMMW) SG chair.


Moved: Bin Tian, Seconded: Rakesh Taori


Result: Unanimous consent (Motion passes)


Slide 5


November 2023


Stephen McCann, Huawei







Submission


doc.: IEEE 802.11-23/1686r5


WEDNESDAY (NOVEMBER 15)


November 2023
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Motion 3: P802.11bk initial letter ballot


Having approved 11-23-0049r18, instruct the editor to prepare P802.11bk D1.0,  
and approve a 30 day Working Group Technical Letter Ballot asking the question “Should P802.11bk 


D1.0 be forwarded to SA Ballot?”


Moved by Jonathan Segev on behalf of TGbk


Result: Unanimous consent (Motion passes)
[TGbk: Moved: Roy Want, 2nd: Christian Berger, Result: 11/0/0]
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FRIDAY (NOVEMBER 17)
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Straw Poll:  January – Panama Interim


1. If the 2024 January 802 Wireless Interim Session were held at the Hilton Panama, 
Panama City, as an in-person only session, would you attend?


Yes – 69
No – 79
Abstain – 7


2. If the 2024 January 802 Wireless Interim Session were held at the Hilton Panama, 
Panama City, as mixed-mode session, will you attend:


Attend In-person – 72
Attend Virtually (remotely) - 74
Will not attend plenary - 8
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Straw Poll:  March – Denver Plenary


1. If the 2024 March 802 Plenary Session were held at the Hyatt Regency, Denver as an in-
person only session, would you attend?


Yes – 79
No – 73
Abstain –3


2. If the 2024 March 802 Plenary Session were held at the Hyatt Regency, Denver as 
mixed-mode session, will you attend:


Attend In-person - 80
Attend Virtually (remotely) - 81
Will not attend plenary - 3


November 2023
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Motion 4: TGbk vice-chair


Confirm Ali Raissinia as the IEEE 802.11bk vice-chair.


Moved: Jonathan Segev, Second: Christian Berger


Result: Unanimous consent (Motion passes)
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Motion 5: TGbn vice-chairs


Confirm the following IEEE 802.11bn vice-chairs:
• Laurent Cariou
• Jianhan Liu
• Kiseon Ryu


Moved: Alfred Asterjadhi, Second: Ian Sherlock


Result: Unanimous consent (Motion passes)
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Motion 6: Cor 2 Initial Letter Ballot comments


Approve the resolutions in 11-23/1961r0 for the comment received from LB278.


Moved: Robert Stacey, Second: Joseph Levy


Result: Unanimous consent (Motion passes)
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Motion 7: Cor 2 Report to EC


Believing that P802.11-2020/Cor 2/D1.0 meets the conditions for IEEE 802 SA ballot,
approve document 11-23/1959r0 as the report to the IEEE 802 Executive Committee
regarding the requirements for approval to forward P802.11-2020/Cor 2/D1.0 to SA 


Ballot, granting the WG chair editorial license.


Moved: Robert Stacey, Second: Dave Halasz


Result: Yes: 117, No: 0, Abstain: 13 (Motion passes)
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Motion 8: Cor 2 Unconditional SA Ballot


Request the IEEE 802 Executive Committee to unconditionally forward P802.11-
2020/Cor 2/D1.0 to SA Ballot.


Moved: Robert Stacey, Second: Marc Emmelmann


Result: Yes: 111, No: 0, Abstain: 10 (Motion passes)
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Motion 9: Cor 2 PAR re-confirmation


Re-confirm the P802.11-2020/Cor 2 PAR in document: 
https://development.standards.ieee.org/myproject-web/app#viewpar/14793/10892


Moved: Robert Stacey, Second: Subir Das


Result: Yes: 116, No: 0, Abstain: 9 (Motion passes)
Slide 16 Stephen McCann, Huawei


November 2023



https://development.standards.ieee.org/myproject-web/app#viewpar/14793/10892





Submission


doc.: IEEE 802.11-23/1686r5


Motion 10: TGbe letter ballot


Having approved changes to P802.11be D4.0, as defined in 11-23/1375r25,
Instruct the editor to prepare P802.11be Draft D5.0
Approve a 15 day Working Group Technical Letter Ballot asking the question 


“Should P802.11be Draft 5.0 be forwarded to SA Ballot?”


Moved: Alfred Asterjadhi on behalf of TGbe


Result: Unanimous consent (Motion passes)
[TGbe: Moved: Mike Montemurro, 2nd: Abhishek Patil, Results (Y/N/A): 79/0/7]


Slide 17 Stephen McCann, Huawei


November 2023







Submission


doc.: IEEE 802.11-23/1686r5


Motion 11: P802.11be Report to EC


Approve document 11-23/2053r2 as the report to the IEEE 802 Executive Committee 
on the requirements for conditional approval to forward P802.11be to SA Ballot.


Moved: Alfred Asterjadhi on behalf of TGbe, Second: Subir Das


Result: Yes: 123, No: 0, Abstain: 5 (Motion passes)
[TGbe: Moved: Stephen McCann, 2nd: George Cherian, Results (Y/N/A): 69/2/5]
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Motion 12: P802.11be Conditional SA Ballot


Request the IEEE 802 Executive Committee to conditionally forward P802.11be to 
SA Ballot.


Moved: Alfred Asterjadhi on behalf of TGbe, Second: Bo Sun


Result: Yes: 123, No: 0, Abstain: 7 (Motion passes)
[TGbe: Moved: Stephen McCann, 2nd: Subir Das, Results (Y/N/A): 73/1/4]
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Motion 13: P802.11be PAR re-confirmation


Re-affirm the P802.11be PAR in document: 
https://grouper.ieee.org/groups/802/11/PARs/P802_11be_PAR_Detail.pdf


Moved: Alfred Asterjadhi on behalf of TGbe, Second: Lei Wang


Result: Yes: 126, No: 0, Abstain: 5 (Motion passes)
[TGbe: Moved: xx, 2nd: xx, Results (Y/N/A): xx/xx/xx]
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Motion 14: P802.11be CSD Re-affirmation


Re-affirm the P802.11be CSD in document: https://mentor.ieee.org/802-ec/dcn/19/ec-
19-0063-00-ACSD-p802-11be.docx


Moved by Alfred Asterjadhi on behalf of TGbe, Second: Marc Emmelmann


Result: Yes: 124, No: 1, Abstain: 7 (Motion passes)
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Motion 15: P802.11bf re-circulation letter ballot


Having approved comment resolutions for all of the comments received from LB276 on P802.11bf D2.0 
as contained in document 11-23/1394r12,


https://mentor.ieee.org/802.11/dcn/23/11-23-1394-12-00bf-lb276-comments-and-approved-
resolutions.xlsx


Instruct the editor to prepare P802.11bf D3.0 incorporating these resolutions and,
Approve a 30 day Working Group Recirculation Ballot asking the question “Should P802.11bf D3.0 be 


forwarded to SA Ballot?”


Moved by Tony Xiao Han on behalf of TGbf


Result: Unanimous consent (Motion passes)
[TGbf: Moved: Alecsander Eitan, 2nd: Rui Du, Results (Y/N/A): 17/0/1]
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Motion 16: P802.11bf PAR modification


Believing that the PAR contained in the document referenced below meets IEEE-SA 
guidelines, request that the PAR contained in 11-23-2095r0 be posted to the IEEE 
802 Executive Committee (EC) agenda for EC approval to submit to NesCom, 
granting the WG chair editorial license.


Moved by Tony Xiao Han on behalf of TGbf, Second: Jonathan Segev


Result: Yes: 99, No: 0, Abstain: 13 (Motion passes)
[TGbf: Moved: Cheng Chen, 2nd: Ali Raissinia, Results (Y/N/A): 27/0/2]
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Motion 17: P802.11bf CSD Re-affirmation


Believing that the CSD contained in the document referenced below meets IEEE 802 
guidelines, request that the CSD contained in ec-20-0203r0 be posted to the IEEE 
802 Executive Committee (EC) agenda for EC approval, granting the WG chair 
editorial license.


Moved by Tony Xiao Han on behalf of TGbf, Second: Cheng Chen


Result: Yes: 92, No: 0, Abstain: 14 (Motion passes)
[TGbf: Moved: Cheng Chen, 2nd: Ali Raissinia, Result: 25/0/2]


Slide 24 Stephen McCann, Huawei


November 2023







Submission


doc.: IEEE 802.11-23/1686r5


Motion 18: P802.11bh re-circulation letter ballot


Having approved comment resolutions for all of the comments received from LB 274 on P802.11bh 
D1.0 as contained in 11-23/1152r30 and motions 23, 24, 25, and 26 of 11-22/0651r31, 


Instruct the editor to prepare P802.11bh D2.0 incorporating those changes, and
Approve a 20 day Working Group Recirculation Ballot asking the question “Should P802.11bh D2.0 be 


forwarded to SA Ballot?”


Moved by Mark Hamilton on behalf of TGbh


Result: Unanimous consent (Motion passes)
[TGbh: Moved: Peter Yee, 2nd: Stephen Orr, Result: Unanimous consent]
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Motion 19: IEEE 802.11bh liaison to WBA


Approve the liaison in 11-23/2116r2 to the Wireless Broadband Alliance (WBA), attaching P802.11bh 
D1.0, granting the WG chair editorial license.


Moved by Mark Hamilton on behalf of TGbh, Second: Joseph Levy


Result: Yes: 91, No: 0, Abstain: 16 (Motion passes)
[TGbh: Moved: Stephen Orr, 2nd: Joseph Levy, Result: Unanimous consent]
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Motion 20: AMP PAR
Believing that the PAR contained in the document referenced below meets IEEE-SA guidelines,
Request that the PAR contained in 11-23/1006r4 <https://mentor.ieee.org/802.11/dcn/23/11-23-1006-04-


0amp-ieee-802-11-amp-sg-proposed-par.docx> be posted to the IEEE 802 Executive Committee 
(EC) agenda for WG 802 preview and EC approval to submit to NesCom. 


Moved by Bo Sun on behalf of AMP SG, Second: Rakesh Taori


Result: Yes: 117, No: 5, Abstain: 31 (Motion passes)
[AMP: Moved: Rakesh Taori, 2nd: Bin Tian, Result: Y/N/A: 82/20/5]
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Motion 21: AMP CSD
Believing that the CSD contained in the document referenced below meets IEEE-SA guidelines,
Request that the CSD contained in 11-23/1212r2 <https://mentor.ieee.org/802.11/dcn/23/11-23-1212-02-


0amp-ieee-802-11-amp-sg-proposed-csd.docx> be posted to the IEEE 802 Executive Committee 
(EC) agenda for WG 802 preview and EC approval. 


Moved by Bo Sun on behalf of AMP SG, Second: Weijie Xu


Result: Yes: 102, No: 1, Abstain: 28 (Motion passes)
[AMP: Moved: Bin Tian, 2nd: Rakesh Taori, Result: Y/N/A: 82/9/11]
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Motion 22: AMP SG extension
Request the IEEE 802 LMSC approve the second rechartering & 6 month extension of the AMP Study 


Group.


Moved: Bo Sun, Second: Vytas Kezys


Result: Yes: 106, No: 2, Abstain: 17 (Motion passes)
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EC MOTIONS


November 2023
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5.051: P802.11be Conditional to SA Ballot


• Conditionally approve sending P802.11be to SA Ballot
• Confirm the CSD for P802.11be in ec-19-0063-00-ACSD-p802-11be.docx  
• See 11-23/2053r7 for supporting documentation


• WG11 result: Yes: 123, No: 0, Abstain: 7
• WG11 PAR result: Yes: 126, No: 0, Abstain: 5
• WG11 CSD result: Yes: 124, No: 0, Abstain 7


Moved: Stanley, Second: Rosdahl
Result: Unanimous
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5.052: P802.11-2020 Cor 2 Unconditional to SA Ballot


• Approve sending P802.11-2020 Cor 2 to SA Ballot.
• See 11-23/1959r1 for supporting documentation


• WG11 result: Yes: 111, No: 0, Abstain: 10
• WG11 PAR result: Yes: 116, No: 0, Abstain: 9


Moved: Stanley, Second: Rosdahl
Result: Unanimous
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6.021: IEEE 802.11 Second rechartering of the Ambient Power 
(AMP) Study Group


• Grant the 2nd rechartering & 6 month extension of the 802.11 Ambient Power (AMP) Study 
Group.


• Rationale: The 802.11 AMP SG is progressing development of the PAR and CSD, which were approved in WG11 today.
These documents will be posted for EC preview and consideration at the March 2024 Plenary session.


• WG11 result: Yes: 106, No: 2, Abstain: 17


Moved: Stanley, Second: Rosdahl
Result: Unanimous
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The IEEE 802 JTC1 SC reviewed the PSDO process 


status, including IPR issues holding up 802.11ax/ay/ba/az


• Agenda - 11-23/1725; Minutes – 11-23/2113
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802.11ax/ay/ba/az IPR issue


• Situation: IPR holding up PSDO process


• Multiple 802.11 submissions into PSDO process 


are “on hold” due to negative LoAs (in IEEE)


• 802.3 is “on hold”.


• Next steps: keep waiting!


• Resolution possible but progress is unclear


• This really is an issue for ISO to sort out


WG Completed In-process


802.1 50 13


802.3 32 8


802.11 13 14


802.15 3 14


802.16 0 0


802.19 0 0


802.21 3 0


802.22 4 0


All 105 49



https://mentor.ieee.org/802.11/dcn/23/11-23-1725-03-0jtc-agenda-for-november-2023-mixed-mode.pptx
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The IEEE 802 JTC1 SC will undertake its usual work


at its mixed-mode meeting in Panama City in January 


2024


IEEE 802 JTC1 SC plans for January 2024 … 


Execute PSDO process, to the extent possible


There are no current ballots open, but some IEEE 802.1 amendments have been submitted for 


adoption


But this doesn’t include IEEE 802.11 or IEEE 802.3 


Monitor ISO/IEC JTC 1/SC 6 activities


Fingers crossed the ISO/CS and IEEE have a breakthrough on the IPR issues
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WG ballot series details
P802.11-2020 Cor2 Ballot Series LB278


(D1.0)
Approve 272
Disapprove 1
Abstain - Lack of expertise 25


Invalid (disapprove w/o comment) 0
Invalid abstain - Lack of time 2
In valid abstain – Other 1


Approval percentage (>75%) 99.63%
Disapproval percentage 0.37%
Abstain percentage (<30%) 4.67%
Pool = Voters - Ex-officio 535
Return rate (>50%) 56.16%


Ballot duration (days) 30
Ballot open 25-Sep-23
Ballot close 25-Oct-23
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LB 278 comments


1 comment received from the single disapprove voter


Slide 3 Robert Stacey, Intel


November 2023


CID Commenter Page Comment Proposed Change Resn
Status


Resolution


1 Mark RISON 1.39 It's not an element, it's an 
ANQP-element, and we don't 
have multiple names for them 
either, it's just the "EBCS 
ANQP-element".  Similarly the 
field is "Info ID" not 
"Information Identifier (ID)".  
And it's obvious it's a number 
and we didn't use "Number" for 
Cor 1 (but we did refer to the 
amendment being corrected).


Change the title of the 
corrigendum to:
Correct IEEE 802.11bc 
Assignment of Info ID for EBCS 
ANQP-element


J REJECTED
The comment refers to the title 
of the corrigendum. The title is 
defined in the PAR and thus out 
of scope.
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IEEE SA Mandatory Editorial Coordination


802.11 Mandatory draft review (MDR) not needed
- Single page of technical content
- Prepared by WG editor familiar with editorial 


requirements


MEC review did not find any issues
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P802.11-2020/Cor2 Timeline
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Open Close
Initial WG ballot (D1.0) Sept 25, 2023 Oct 25, 2023
EC Approval for SA Ballot Nov 17, 2023
Initial SA Ballot (D1.0) Nov 20, 2023 Dec 20, 2023 (30 days)
EC to RevCom (pre-post to meet 19 Dec 2023 deadline) Jan 9, 2024
RevCom/SASB Jan 30, 2024/Feb 2024
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EC motion: P802.11-2020/Cor 2 D1.0 to SA Ballot


Motion
Approve sending IEEE P802.11-2020/Cor2/D1.0 to SA Ballot
See https://mentor.ieee.org/802.11/dcn/23/11-23-1959-01-0000-ec-report-p802-11-2020-cor2-


to-sa-ballot.pptx for supporting documentation


Moved: Dorothy Stanley
Seconded: Jon Rosdahl
WG11 report to EC: (Y/N/A) 117/0/13
WG11 to SA ballot: (Y/N/A) 111/0/10
WG11 PAR re-affirm: (Y/N/A) 116/0/9
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P802.11be Report to EC on Conditional Approval to SA 
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Introduction


• This document contains the report to the IEEE 802 Executive Committee in 
support of a request for conditional approval to send P80211be to SA 
Ballot.


• This document was approved during the plenary session of the 802.11 
working group on 17th November 2023
• Passed in the Working Group:  123 – Yes; 0 – No; 5 – Abstain.
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Status Summary


• 80211be completed one comment collection and 3 WG Letter Ballots. 
• The ballot results on Draft 3.0 achieved > 75% needed for an approved draft
• 12900+ comments received on drafts 0.1 to 4.0.
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802.11 WG Letter Ballot Results


B
allot ID


Ballot Close Date Title Ballot Type


Pool


R
eturn


%
R


eturn


A
bstain


%
A


bstain


A
pprove


D
isapprove


%
A


pprove


266 07 July 2022 Technical Letter Ballot 
for D2.0


Technical 512 366 71 11 2 228 127 64


271 02 March 2023 Technical Letter Ballot 
for D3.0


Technical 491 384 78 6 1 302 76 80


275 13 August 2023 First Recirculation 
Ballot for D4.0


Recirculation 491 408 83 4 1 364 40 90


275.1 LB 275 Post-Ballot 
vote change


+26 -26 97
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802.11 WG Letter Ballot Comments
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B
allot ID


Ballot Close Date Title Total Number of Comments 
received (Yes and No votes)


266 07 July 2022 Technical Letter Ballot for D2.0 4120 (3323 T, 706 E, 91 G)


271 02 March 2023 Technical Letter Ballot for D3.0 3343 (2315 T, 929 E, 99 G)


275 13 August 2023 First Recirculation Ballot for D4.0 1128 (797 T, 272 E, 59 G)
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Unsatisfied Technical comments by commenter


November 2023


Alfred Asterjadhi, Qualcomm IncSlide 6


Voter LB266 LB271 LB275 Total


Henry Ptasinski 2 2


Ryuichi Hirata 2 2


Yusuke Tanaka 1 1


Mark Hamilton 2 2 4


Massinissa Lalam 1 1


Dan Harkins 1 1


Arik Klein 3 3


Qi Wang 2 2


Brian Hart 14 14


Joseph Levy 3 3 


Carlos H Aldana 1


Mark Rison 431 431


Sanghyun Kim 5 5


Sidharth Thakur 1 1


Total 434 37 470
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Unsatisfied Technical Comments – Topics
Henry Ptasinski – BSS transition for multi-link device (MLD) 
Ryuichi Hirata – Dynamic fragmentation for MLD
Yusuke Tanaka – Dynamic fragmentation for MLD
Mark Hamilton – MIB variables, Non-MLD to MLD transition
Massinissa Lalam – MIB variables
Dan Harkins – SAE entity definition
Arik Klein – MIB variables, AP removal timer
Qi Wang – enhanced multi-link single radio (eMLSR)
Brian Hart – Various topics
Joseph Levy* – Authenticator address for MLD, BSS transition for MLD, group addressed delivery for MLD 
Carlos Aldana* – Uplink signaling
Mark Rison* – Various topics
Sanghyun Kim* – Multi Link Traffic Indication, TID to link mapping, TWT negotiation, 
Sidharth Thakur* – eMLSR


* Did not receive response regarding the list of unsatisfied comments.
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Unsatisfied comments


The composite of all unsatisfied comments and 
the resolutions approved by the comment 
resolution committee received during working 
group ballot may be found in the embedded 
document on the right:


Double click on the icon to the right to open this.
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Sheet1


			CID			Commenter			Must Be Satisfied			Clause Number(C)			Page(C)			Line(C)			Category			Clause			Page			Comment			Proposed Change			Ad-hoc			Comment Group			Ad-hoc Notes			Status			Assignee			Submission			Resn Status			Resolution			Ready For Motion			Motion Number			Edit Status			Edited in Draft			Edit Notes			Last Updated			Last Updated By


			18281			Mark Hamilton			Yes			C.3			946			20			T			C.3			946.20			There are MIB attributes that appear to apply to the MLD, and not to any individual (affiliated) AP/non-AP STA.  But, the current structure of the MIB is based on the dotStationConfig table, which applies to exactly one 802.11 interface (roughly, a station).  Those MIB attributes that apply to the MLD need to be defined differently, with a structure that applies at the MLD level.  In particular, dot11EHTEPCSPriorityAccessActivated (or maybe this should be a per-station attribute, and the Description should be corrected?), and dot11MLDAssociationSAQueryMaximumTimeout.			Move the atributes to a new structure that applies at the MLD level.			Joint						TTT members:  Yonggang Fang, Atsushi Shirakawa			Resolution approved			Subir Das			23/1278r0			J			REJECTED
The comment fails to identify changes in sufficient detail so that the specific wording of the changes that will satisfy the commenter can be determined.						596			N									2023-07-13T16:33:55Z			


			18282			Mark Hamilton			Yes			C.3			946			3			T			C.3			946.03			MIB attributes should never be written by more than one entity.  Multiple writers craetes non-deterministic behavior, as inconsistent state can be created across attributes and across time.  Decide what entity writes to each MIB attrbute and make that clear.  If there is different behavior on, for example, and AP versus a non-AP STA, that is fine, but explicitly state that as mutually-exclusive situations.  Some examples: dot11TIDtoLinkMappingActivated, dot11EHTEPCSPriorityAccessActivated, dot11MSDTimerDuration, dot11MSDTXOPMAX, dot11MultiLinkActivated.			Correct the DESCRIPTION to state a single possible writer of each attribute, in any given situation.			Joint						TTT members:  Yonggang Fang, Atsushi Shirakawa			Resolution approved			Subir Das						V			REVISED
Replace "It is written by an external management entity or the SME." to "It is written by an external management entity."						596			I			4.0						2023-07-15T16:12:29Z			


			19615			Mark Hamilton			Yes			35.3.7.2.1			520			16			T			35.3.7.2.1			520.16			dot11EHTBaseLineFeaturesImplementedOnly - no such MIB attribute			Re-write this sentence with an appropriate condition.			MAC									Resolution approved			Laurent Cariou			23/1547r7			J			REJECTED
No consensus on this CID by this group based on the straw poll conducted on November 10, 2023.  The straw poll result was 25 Yes, 15 No, 5 Abstain.						648			N									2023-11-15T00:30:40Z			


			19618			Mark Hamilton			Yes												T						0.00			Is there somewhere that describes how a non-AP STA becomes a non-AP MLD, and vice-versa?  I assume it can happen upon a Resassociation to/from an AP/AP MLD?  (Is it possible at an ML (re)setup?)  How do the lists of 11.3.5.4.(c) work, for this change, if its to the "same AP MLD and/or one of its affiliates" (if that is allowed)?			Clarify what is allowed, and if this can happen while connected to the same device, what happens to the 11.3.5.4(c) items?			MAC									Resolution approved			Po-Kai Huang			23/1384r2			J			REJECTED
We answer the questions of the commenter below.

All the variations of BSS transition are described in 4.5.3.2 Mobility types: non-MLO to non-MLO, MLO to MLO, MLO to non-MLO, and non-MLO to MLO. ML (re)setup piggy backed on (re)association frame exchange and is about setup links rather than different mobility operations. 

11.3.5.4 is about deauthentication. Since authentication only happens two STAs or two MLDs, deauthentication also happens only between two STAs and two MLDs.  Now that there is no independent authentication state between non-AP MLD and each AP affiliated with an AP MLD. (c) below then works between two STAs or two MLDs. 

c) The state for the indicated STA or MLD shall be set to State 1
						616			N									2023-09-13T13:32:08Z			


			19630			Yusuke Tanaka			Yes			35.3.9			534			8			T			35.3.9			534.08			Fragmented MSDUs should be sent on the same link for fragmentation in MLD not to chase the status of each fragment among multiple links, and such restrictions should be stated. Also, restrictions of cap related fields should be stated. Please see discussion in 23/302r0.			Please state restrictions to send fragmented MSDUs in the same link and restrictions of cap related fields for fragmentation in MLD.			MAC									Resolution approved			Abhishek Patil			23/1408r1			J			REJECTED
This CID is presented and discussed on August 28 and November 9, 2023.  The DCN is 23/1408r1 (https://mentor.ieee.org/802.11/dcn/23/11-23-1408-01).  The straw poll results on November 9 are 18 Yes, 15 No, 7 Abstain.  There is no consensus.						668			N									2023-11-17T15:29:07Z			


			19329			Ryuichi Hirata			Yes			35.3.9			534			11			T			35.3.9			534.11			Dynamic fragmentation procedure in multi-link operation is missing.			Define dynamic fragmentation procedure in multi-link operation.			MAC									Resolution approved			Abhishek Patil			23/1408r1			J			REJECTED
This CID is presented and discussed on August 28 and November 9, 2023.  The DCN is 23/1408r1 (https://mentor.ieee.org/802.11/dcn/23/11-23-1408-01).  The straw poll results on November 9 are 18 Yes, 15 No, 7 Abstain.  There is no consensus.						668			N									2023-11-17T15:29:07Z			


			19330			Ryuichi Hirata			Yes			35.3.9			534			12			T			35.3.9			534.12			In dynamic fragmentation procedure in multi-link operation, sending fragments on multiple links can help to reduce latency.			Support sendinng fragments on multiple links in dynamic fragmentation procedure.			MAC									Resolution approved			Abhishek Patil			23/1408r1			J			REJECTED
This CID is presented and discussed on August 28 and November 9, 2023.  The DCN is 23/1408r1 (https://mentor.ieee.org/802.11/dcn/23/11-23-1408-01).  The straw poll results on November 9 are 18 Yes, 15 No, 7 Abstain.  There is no consensus.						668			N									2023-11-17T15:29:07Z			


			19321			Henry Ptasinski			Yes			35.3.23			31			577			T			35.3.23			36.77			The handling of a the Neighbor Report that describes a preference for a target BSS candidate needs to be specified.  If the receiving non-AP STA transitions to the BSS candidate, what happens to the MLD with which the non-AP STA is affiliated, and to all the other affiliated non-AP STAs?  Is dot11MultiLinkActivated set to false for all the STAs, and all the STSa except the recipient disassociate from the ESS? What happens to the existing security association (which is between the MLDs)?			Add a requirement that, if the STA transitions from an AP MLD to a non-AP BSS in the same ESS, then all affiliated STAs set dot11MultiLinkActivated to false and disassociate from the ESS, any related MLD security state is cleared, and the STA performing the transition must establish a new security association.			MAC									Resolution approved			Laurent Cariou			23/1547r4			J			REJECTED
The comment is asking a question. The answer is that there can be fast BSS transition between an AP MLD and an AP.						623			N									2023-09-16T00:41:50Z			


			19322			Henry Ptasinski			Yes			35.3.1			490			10			T			35.3.1			490.10			The use of the MLD MAC address as the STA MAC address should be conditional on BSS transition being implemented, and the STA remaining in the ESS. And the MLD MAC address can only be used by one STA			Delete the paragraph. Add the following to 35.3.2:

The MLD MAC address of an MLD shall only be used as the MAC address of at most one STA at a time. If associated to an AP, the STA using the MLD MAC address shall disassociate before another STA begins using the same MAC address..

When dot11BSSTransitionActivated is true, a non-AP EHT STA with dot11MultiLinkActivated set to true that transitions within the ESS from an MLD AP to a non-MLD AP shall set dot11MultiLinkActivated to false.  After the transition, the non-AP STA should use the MLD MAC address of the non-AP MLD that the non-AP EHT STA is affiliated with when the non-AP EHT STA has dot11MultiLinkActivated set to true, if that MAC address is not already in use by another non-AP EHT STA.			MAC									Resolution approved			Ming Gan			23/1527r2			J			REJECTED
The first part raised by the comment is redundant since there is only one MLD MAC address and it is straightforward to have only one STA to use this MLD MAC address. For the second part, the non-AP EHT STA always sets dot11BSSTransitionActivated to true, since the non-AP HE STA already has this “shall” requirement. Moreover, BSS transition is a future behavior and can't be predicted. These values should be set for the association, before a BSS transition. Otherwise it is too late if a BSS transition happens in the future. 						622			N									2023-09-14T23:29:34Z			


			19652			Massinissa Lalam			Yes			35.3.7.2.1			520			16			T			35.3.7.2.1			520.16			dot11EHTBaseLineFeaturesImplementedOnly is no more defined. Delete the sentence ". An MLD with dot11EHTBaseLineFeaturesImplementedOnly equal to true shall not set the TID-To-Link Mapping Negotiation Support subfield of MLD Capabilities field of the Basic Multi-Link element to 3."			As in comment			MAC									Resolution approved			Laurent Cariou			23/1547r7			J			REJECTED
No consensus on this CID by this group based on the straw poll conducted on November 10, 2023.  The straw poll result was 25 Yes, 15 No, 5 Abstain.						648			N									2023-11-15T00:30:40Z			


			19383			Daniel Harkins			Yes			12.4			403-408			all			T			12.4			0.00			"SAE entity" is undefined and should not be defined anyway.			Get rid of all the "SAE entity" edits in 12.4. Add a sentence in 12.4.1 that states that what "STA" means in 12.4 for an MLO.			MAC									Resolution approved			Michael Montemurro			23/1652r2			J			REJECTED
The definition of an SAE entity is already given in clause 3.2 (see D4.0 p60.7) and describes which architectural components can be an SAE entity (a STA or MLD). The term entity is used throughout the baseline and the cited definition is consistent with this usage of the term entity.						638			N									2023-11-14T23:54:18Z			


			19699			Arik Klein			Yes			35.3.7.2.3			523			43			T			35.3.7.2.3			523.43			According to 35.3.7.2.1 P520L7: "The TTLM mechanism allows an AP MLD and a non-AP MLD that performed or are performing ML setup to determine how Data frames belonging to TIDs 0-7 and Management frames will be assigned for transmission, on the setup links between the two MLDs in DL and UL."
Therefore, the result of setting 0 in Link ID j of TID i is that MPDU corresponding to TID i shall not be assigned for transmission on the link associated with link j  (rather than "shall not be mapped to link associated with link j").
Please revise the sentence as suggested.			Please revise the sentence as follows: "When an MLD has successfully negotiated with a peer MLD an uplink and/or downlink TTLM in which the bit position i of the Link Mapping Of TID n field in the TID-To-Link Mapping element in the (Re)Association Request frame or TID-To-Link Mapping Request frame is set to 0, *an MPDU corresponding to* TID n shall not be *assigned for transmission on* the link associated with the link ID i in the uplink and/or downlink based on the Direction subfield in the TID-To-Link Mapping element. "			MAC									Resolution approved			Gaurang Naik			23/1801r4			V			REVISED
Added a note to clarify.
TGbe editor: please implement changes shown in https://mentor.ieee.org/802.11/dcn/23/11-23-1801-04 tagged as 19699.						665			I			5.0						2023-11-17T15:38:56Z			


			19685			Arik Klein			Yes			35.3.7.2.1			520			16			T			35.3.7.2.1			520.16			The dot11EHTBaseLineFeaturesImplementedOnly MIB attribute is deprecated from the specification. Please remove the following sentence "An MLD with dot11EHTBaseLineFeaturesImplementedOnly equal to true shall not set the TID-To-Link Mapping Negotiation Support subfield of MLD Capabilities field of the
Basic Multi-Link element to 3."			As in comment			MAC									Resolution approved			Laurent Cariou			23/1547r7			J			REJECTED
No consensus on this CID by this group based on the straw poll conducted on November 10, 2023.  The straw poll result was 25 Yes, 15 No, 5 Abstain.						648			N									2023-11-15T00:30:40Z			


			19676			Arik Klein			Yes			35.3.6.3			513			25			T			35.3.6.3			513.25			The requirement to set the value of the AP Removal Timer applies for each of the links while the APRemovalTimer parameter of the MLME-BSS-AP-REMOVAL.request primitive refers to the TBTT of the AP to be removed. Therefore, setting the same value to each of the affiliated AP will indicate to a different point of time where the Affiliated AP is removed. Please revise the requirement as suggested.			1. The AP Removal Timer field should point to a value indicating an absolute time (in units of TUs) rather than indicating a relative time defined in number of TBTTs (which may lead to different points in time per each link where the event of AP removal really occurs)
2. Use the same rules applied in 35.3.7.2.4 (advertised TTLM) for setting the value of Mapping Switch Timer field for the setting of the AP Removal Timer field.			MAC									Resolution approved			Binita Gupta			23/1467r4			J			REJECTED
There is no issue in terms of indicating AP Removal Timer as the number of TBTT of the AP to be removed, even if the Reconfiguration ML element carries that parameter on other links. Since the timer is clearly defined w.r.t. to the AP being removed, there is no confusion when the AP removal even occurs, and it is not link dependent. The non-AP MLD determines the event of AP Removal to happen at the indicated TBTT w.r.t to the AP to be removed. Moreover, using number of TBTTs provide a much bigger range than using number of TUs. No changes needed.						626			N									2023-09-15T23:19:37Z			


			19522			Qi Wang			Yes			35.3.17			563			64			T			35.3.17			563.64			"...The specified set of the enabled links on which the EMLSR mode is applied is called EMLSR links. The EMLSR links shall be indicated in the EMLSR Link Bitmap subfield of the EML Control field of the EML Operating Mode Notification frame by setting the bit positions of the EMLSR Link Bitmap subfield to 1." The 11be spec should explicitly allow the setting of a single bit in the EMLSR Link Bitmap to 1.			Please modify the cited text to: "...The specified set of the enabled links on which the EMLSR mode is applied is called EMLSR link(s). The EMLSR link(s) shall be indicated in the EMLSR Link Bitmap subfield of the EML Control field of the EML Operating Mode Notification frame by setting the bit position(s) of the EMLSR Link Bitmap subfield to 1." And, add a note after the cite text: "NOTE -  A non-AP MLD might only set one bit to 1 in the bit positions of the EMLSR Link Bitmap subfield when the non-AP MLD enables the EMLSR mode. "			MAC									Resolution approved			Qi Wang			23/1760r4			J			REJECTED
No consensus on this CID by this group based on the straw poll conducted on November 15, 2023.  The straw poll result was 50 Yes, 101 No, 10 Abstain.
						666			N									2023-11-17T15:21:52Z			


			19523			Qi Wang			Yes			35.3.17			566			4			T			35.3.17			566.04			"b) On the EMLSR link(s), the group addressed frame(s) that are expected to be received by the non-AP MLD shall be buffered and delivered following the rules defined in 35.3.15 (Multi-link operation group addressed frames)."  When a EMLSR non-AP MLD receives on one EMLSR link, it is incapable of receiving either individually or group addressed frames on another EMLSR link, and it takes time to switch its radio resource between two links.  An AP MLD has the knowledge of the DTIM beacon TBTTs and group addressed frame delivery time.  The 11be spec needs to specify additional rules that an AP MLD completes a TXOP on one EMLSR  link in time to allow sufficient time for the non-AP EMLSR STA to switch the radio resource and receive the DTIM beacons and group addressed frames on another link.			As in comment. Please specify additional rules at the AP MLD on the group addressed frame delivery for EMLSR.			MAC									Resolution approved			Qi Wang			23/1882r3			J			REJECTED
No consensus on this CID by this group based on the straw poll conducted on November 15, 2023.  The straw poll result was 55 Yes, 57 No, 30 Abstain.
						666			N									2023-11-17T15:21:52Z			


			19339			Brian Hart			Yes			35.2.1.2.3			486			38			T			35.2.1.2.3			486.38			Since PHY-RXEND.indication occurs after aRxPHYDelay (see Figure 10-29),  "The time allocation shall start when the PHY-RXEND.indication primitive of the PPDU that contains the MU-RTS TXS Trigger frame has occurred." is actually an implementation specific time and not suitable for standardization.			Try "The time allocation on the medium shall start aRxPHYDelay before-w-h-e-n- the PHY-RXEND.indication primitive of the PPDU that contains the MU-RTS TXS Trigger frame has occurred." This might not be anti-causal since the RX can predict when PHY-RXEND will occur but anyway anti-causality doesn't matter here since really this is used to define the end of the time allocation			MAC									Resolution approved			Dibakar Das			23/1772r2			J			REJECTED
The comment failed to identify a technical issue. It is not clear how the proposed text does not have any implementation-specific dependency.						642			N									2023-11-15T00:04:05Z			


			19344			Brian Hart			Yes			4.9.6			70			29			T			4.9.6			70.29			Figure 4-30b shows two MLME-SAPs, one for the left MLME and one for the right MLME, with internal interfaces to the MLD Upper MAC sublayer. Presumably either can be used for MLME-GET/SET. However, 1) this leaves very unclear where the MIB resides and if there is one MIB per STA (the default) or per MLD (!!??) or some MIB variables have storage per STA and others have singleton storage (and apply to the whole MLD). 2) Since semantically some MIB variables are per STA and others are for the MLD, where is it documented which is which? 3) If there is one MIB per STA, how are MLD-level variables prevented from becoming mismatched? 4) If there is one MIB for MLD-level variables, does it have its own MLME-SET/GET iterface, or is this shared with every MLE's MLME-GET/SET method? 5) If there is one MIB for MLD-level variables, this MLD-level MIB should support discoverability via some exposed enumeration of its affiiliated STAs.			Do the required architectural work, perhaps in consultation with ARCH. We might start with one MIB per STA. Since some parameters were STA-level and are MLD-level in EHT, then having them duplicated in each MIB is easy BUT is surely not allowed since a) by default this permits two MLD-level variables to be mismatched and b) I kinda assume ASN.1 doesn't support the semantics for two variables in two MIBs to be tied together via singleton storage let alone typical MIB implementations (maybe research is warranted?). If this path fails (as I expect) then instead and cleaner, we should continue to have 1 MIB per STA but also define a new MLD-level MIB (with its own GET/SET interface) that contains *all* MLD-level parameters (copied from the per-STA MIB for old ones, moved from one place in the 11be draft to another for new ones). Any per-STA copies of these MLD-level variables in each per-STA MIB must be marked as disabled for EHT. Add a figure to express this.			MAC									Resolution approved			Michael Montemurro			23/1703r2			V			REVISED
There is a single SME and a single MLME for an MLD and individual affiliated STAs are identified as enumerated links. Figure 4-30b shows the MLME for each link to illustrate that MLME primitives can be called on either link.

Update clause 4 to explicitly clarify that there is a single MLME for the MLD:
At 70.31, change
“An MLD supports multiple MAC functions, coordinated by an SME.”
to
“An MLD supports multiple MAC functions, coordinated by an SME. Each affiliated STA is enumerated with a Link ID (for example, as Link 1 and Link 2 in Figure 4-30b) and MLME primitives are invoked through a single MLME SAP.”

Update Clause 6 as follows:
In 6.3.1 (see REVme D4.0, p362.50) insert the following as the second last paragraph of the clause:
“For MLO, the MLD SME invokes MLME SAP primitives through a single MLME SAP. When a primitive is invoked for an affiliated STA, the affiliated STA can be identified by its Link ID.”

						641			I			5.0						2023-11-15T00:00:32Z			


			19346			Brian Hart			Yes			4.9.6			70			39			T			4.9.6			70.39			Very unclear if an MLD has one MLME or one MLME per STA. P70L39 suggests one ("The SME is responsible for coordinating the MLD and each of the affiliated STAs through the MLME") but Fig 4-30b suggests one per STA given the duplicate MLME SAPs and two instances of "MAC Sublayer Mgmt Entity".			Be explicit how many MLMEs a MLD has. Update the text/figure accordingly. Given many MIB parameters need to be per STA (e.g., Dot11EDCAEntry) and fig 6-1 shows one MIB per MLME (and per PLME) the natural answer is one MLME per STA, and perhaps an extra super-MLME for the upper MAC.			MAC									Resolution approved			Michael Montemurro			23/1703r2			V			REVISED
There is a single SME and a single MLME for an MLD and individual affiliated STAs are identified as enumerated links. Figure 4-30b shows the MLME for each link to illustrate that MLME primitives can be called on either link.

Update clause 4 to explicitly clarify that there is a single MLME for the MLD:
At 70.31, change
“An MLD supports multiple MAC functions, coordinated by an SME.”
to
“An MLD supports multiple MAC functions, coordinated by an SME. Each affiliated STA is enumerated with a Link ID (for example, as Link 1 and Link 2 in Figure 4-30b) and MLME primitives are invoked through a single MLME SAP.”

Update Clause 6 as follows:
In 6.3.1 (see REVme D4.0, p362.50) insert the following as the second last paragraph of the clause:
“For MLO, the MLD SME invokes MLME SAP primitives through a single MLME SAP. When a primitive is invoked for an affiliated STA, the affiliated STA can be identified by its Link ID.”

						641			N						This CID is implemented by CID 19344.			2023-11-14T23:59:32Z			


			19347			Brian Hart			Yes			4.9.6			69			42			T			4.9.6			69.42			Very unclear how the MLD SAPs are used for groupcast. Fig 4-30a and fig 4-30b disagree with Fig 4-40c/d; and Fig 4-40c/d are unmoored from SAPs or anything definite so offer little insight.			1) Either a) change title of 4-30a to clarify it is for individually addressed MSDUs and add another figure for group addressed MSDUs or a forward reference to such a figure or b) add support for group addressed MSDUs in this figure. 2) Most readers (and writers?) of the rest of the draft assume that an AP MLD can deliver groupcast (e.g., P552L6/14 etc etc ) MSDUs yet fig 4-30c/d show that an AP MLD is excluded from the vital aspects of this procedure. Either a) define a further term that includes AP MLD + the upper MAC sublayers seen in Fig 4-30c and use that throughout the draft where groupcast traffic at the AP MLD + affiliated APs might be involved or b) widen the definition of an AP MLD in fig 4-30c (and further address the considerations that led to the current 4-30c).  3) In fig 4-30c/d, relate the upper end of the each of the figures to defined interfaces (e.g., legacy MAC-SAPs).  4) Upgrade Fig 4-30b with any additional SAPs to support groupcast MSDUs or b) clarify that this figure is is for indivdually addressed MSDUs and add another figure for group addressed MSDUs or a forward reference to such a figure.			MAC									Resolution approved			Duncan Ho			23/1443r1			V			REVISED
Response to each point:
1)	Will add “for individually addressed MSDUs” to the title of Figure 4-30a
2)	Figure 4-30c/d do document the group addressed traffic so not clear what is “excluded from the vital aspects”.
3)	Adding MAC-SAP may create more confusion.
4)	Same resolution as 1)
Also, the group-addressed traffic is addressed in the reference model from Clause 4.  The processing of group addressed traffic is clearly described, normatively, in clause 5. Please see D4.0 p75.62.
TGbe Editor, please add “(for individually addressed MSDUs)” to the end of the Figure 4-30a title.						641			I			5.0						2023-11-15T16:35:04Z			


			19356			Brian Hart			Yes			35.17			648			35			T			35.17			648.35			APs deal with a complicated set of flows starting and stopping at different times with different priority (at client and AP) due to different policy (at AP and client). APs need to be able to reject or counter an overbroad or overnarrow service request in order to better support other higher priority flows. However, the language at P648L35 and P648L56 prevents uplink TCLAS elements and any TCLAS-based counter-proposal.			Allow both the client's request and any AP counter to include TCLAS element(s) and (if needed) a TCLAS Processing element. If required, further add a capability bit to indicate support for this new mode of operation.			MAC									Resolution approved			Binita Gupta			23/1540r4			J			REJECTED
This CID is presented and discussed on September 13, November 1, November 14, and November 16, 2023, in 23/1540r4 (https://mentor.ieee.org/802.11/dcn/23/11-23-1540-04) and the group could not reach consensus on a resolution. 

The motion 652 results are 56 Yes, 30 No, 29 Abstain. 
The motion 663 results are 58 Yes, 29 No, 35 Abstain.						667			N									2023-11-17T15:23:36Z			


			19357			Brian Hart			Yes			35.17			648			35			T			35.17			648.35			APs deal with a complicated set of flows starting and stopping at different times with different priority aAt client and AP) due to different policy (at AP and client). APs need to be able to reject or counter an overbroad or overnarrow service request in order to better support other higher priority flows. However, the language at PP648L56 prevents downlink TCLAS elements and any TCLAS-based counter-proposal.			Allow any AP counter to a DL request to include TCLAS element(s) and (if needed) a TCLAS Processing element. If required, further add a capability bit to indicate support for this new mode of operation.			MAC									Resolution approved			Binita Gupta			23/1540r4			J			REJECTED
This CID is presented and discussed on September 13, November 1, November 14, and November 16, 2023, in 23/1540r4 (https://mentor.ieee.org/802.11/dcn/23/11-23-1540-04) and the group could not reach consensus on a resolution. 

The motion 652 results are 56 Yes, 30 No, 29 Abstain. 
The motion 663 results are 58 Yes, 29 No, 35 Abstain.						667			N									2023-11-17T15:23:36Z			


			19361			Brian Hart			No			9.3.1.19.1			145			48			T			9.3.1.19.1			145.48			"the STA Info field is addressed" could be expressed better since the STA Info field contains an AID which is generally understood as an ID not an address.			Try "f the NDP Announcement frame is not a Ranging variant, the STA Info field is addressed to an associated STA  whose AID is equal to the value in the AID11 subfield. If the NDP Announcement frame is a Ranging variant, the STA Info field *identifies* an unassociated STA or an associated STA whose RSID/AID is equal to the value in the RSID11/AID11 subfield"			JOINT									Resolution approved			Mahmoud Kamel			23/1614r1			J			REJECTED
The term “addressed” has been used in this subclause many times and similarly in other subclauses where other forms of AIDs are used to identify the STAs/Users (e.g., Trigger frame). In general, there is no problem with the term “addressed” since it conveys the intended meaning with no confusion. 						623			I			4.1						2023-09-15T15:37:13Z			


			19363			Brian Hart			Yes			9.4.1.73			206			44			T			9.4.1.73			206.44			"in RU index k" is misleading (probably just bad grammar). Here RU is a modifier to "k" and we don't average over subcarriers in k. This is a repeat of CID 17511 which was rejected with reason "As shown in table 9-127, k indicates the index of RU to calculate the average SNR over the subcarriers in RU index k." which is true but doesn't address the actual comment.			Try "in the RU with index k" or "in the RU indexed by k"			JOINT									Resolution approved			JINYOUNG CHUN			23/1564r0			J			REJECTED
The RU index k is used from 802.11ax, and there’s some description in 802.11 REVme as the below. So it’s better to keep the wording for consistency.						623			N									2023-09-14T21:14:36Z			


			19369			Brian Hart			Yes			9.4.2.312.2.3			252			29			T			9.4.2.312.2.3			252.29			While TTLM mode 3 remains important for some use cases, "TTLM mode 2" seems to be even more important.			Add TTLM mode 2 - i.e., M links with all TIDs mapped, N links with some TIDs mapped			MAC									Resolution approved			Binita Gupta			23/1468r4			J			REJECTED
No consensus on this CID by this group based on the straw poll conducted on November 1, 2023.  The straw poll result was 42 Yes, 36 No, 19 Abstain.						649			N									2023-11-15T00:34:38Z			


			19370			Brian Hart			Yes			35.8.4.2			615			64			T			35.8.4.2			615.64			Current requrements for overlapping quiet intervals are weak and undermines the feature.			Option A:(Preferred)  Improve the spec: "A non-AP STA that is a member of an R-TWT SP may behave as if the overlapping quiet interval of the R-TWT SP, if present, does not exist."
Option B: Given the weakness of the requirements on overlapping quiet intervals, leave quiet intervals intact by deleting section 35.8.4.2.			MAC									Resolution approved			Chunyu Hu			23/1590r1			J			REJECTED
The same topic was discussed as part of the comment resolutions for LB266 for CID 12404/LB266in https://mentor.ieee.org/802.11/dcn/22/11-22-1471-05, however the group could not reach consensus on a proposed change that would resolve the comment (previous SP was run 11/02/2022: 27Y, 22N, 23A.)
						624			N									2023-09-14T23:10:22Z			


			19354			Brian Hart			Yes			9.4.2.198			236			48			T			9.4.2.198			236.48			EHT STA must consider does not belong in a note, nor in clause 9 since it is procedural. Worse, this is implies the need for a burdensome workaround to a spec dev shortcut.			1) Weaken the language and xref clause 35 language where it probably should be expressed as "should" normative language outside a note. Or (preferred) 2) Just fix the problem properly by defining a new subfield to convey B26:B63. Will be easier for everyone in the long run!			MAC									Resolution approved			GEORGE CHERIAN			23/1849r3			J			REJECTED
Setting these bit appropriately is critical for the Sub-TU interval. Clause 35 provides normative text						665			N									2023-11-17T16:52:13Z			


			19355			Brian Hart			Yes			9.4.2.316			291			45			T			9.4.2.316			291.45			11be PAR section 5.5 explicitly reports "Users expect improved integration with Time Sensitive Networks (TSN) to support applications over heterogeneous Ethernet and Wireless LANs" and TSN is all about requesting gates (aka fixed-duration service periods) using time as the unit. However, the QoS Characteristics element carried in SCS frames, which is the vehicle for TSN upper layers to express their QoS needs to 802.11, provides no means for a STA to request a regular sequence of service periods of a fixed time.  QoS Characteristics can express data rate and min/max SI, so we have a hokey time to data-rate+SI conversion (at client) then another, and likely different, conversion back to time (at AP). That's not what TSN users need.			Add a Min Service Period or similar field into the QoS Characteristics element or reuse the or reuse the Medium Time field for this purpose (e.g., delete sentence at P295L46). If required, further add a capability bit to indicate support for this new mode of operation.			MAC									Resolution approved			Duncan Ho			23/1802r1			J			REJECTED
This CID is presented and discussed on November 13, 2023.  The DCN is 23/1802r1 (https://mentor.ieee.org/802.11/dcn/23/11-23-1802-01).  There is no consensus.						666			N									2023-11-17T15:22:52Z			


			19366			Brian Hart			Yes			9.4.2.198			236			48			T			9.4.2.198			236.48			"EHT STA must consider" does not belong in a note, nor in clause 9 since it is procedural.			Weaken the language and xref clause 35 language where it probably should be expressed as "should" normative language outside a note.			MAC									Resolution approved			GEORGE CHERIAN			23/1849r3			J			REJECTED
Setting these bit appropriately is critical for the Sub-TU interval. Clause 35 provides normative text						665			N									2023-11-17T16:52:28Z			


			19372			Brian Hart			Yes			9.3.3.2			184			30			T			9.3.3.2			184.30			If the Reconfig ML element or T2LM element is present in the Beacon, add normative language that Beacon Frame Protection should be enabled by AP. Also, add normative language that a EHT non-AP should validate beacon before accepting a Reconfig ML element or T2LM element in the Beacon, and the EHT non-AP, upon receiving a Reconfig ML element or T2LM element in a Probe Reponse should attempt to receive and validate a beacon to confirm  the information before accepting a Reconfig ML element or T2LM element. Ditto add normative language that a EHT non-AP STA should validate a Beacon before accepting CSA/ECSA.
This is a resubmittal of CID 17627 which was rejected because "Beacon Protection is mandatory for an EHT AP to support (see 4.3.16a). Therefore, its support at the AP or STA does not depend on which elements are carried by the EHT AP. " which is non-responsive since this comment refers to enablement not support.			As in comment			MAC									Resolution approved			Gaurang Naik			23/1800r2			J			REJECTED
It is up to the STA to enable and disable the feature as required.						665			N									2023-11-17T15:48:14Z			


			19385			Joseph Levy			Yes			3.1			59			21			T			3.1			59.21			The definition for Authenticator address, is not very clear.  The authenticator address is the MAC address of the Authenticator's STA or the Authenticators MLD, the way it is currently stated is confusing.			Change the definition to:  Authenticator address: [AA] The medium access control (MAC) address of the IEEE 802.1X Authenticator's station (STA) or the IEEE 802.1X Authenticator's multi-link device.			MAC									Resolution approved			Michael Montemurro			23/1652r2			V			REVISED
Make the change in the “Proposed Change” and update the definition for the Supplicant address as follows:
At 51.47, replace the definition with the following:
“Supplicant address: [SPA] The medium access control (MAC) address of the IEEE 802.1X Supplicant’s station (STA) or the IEEE 802.1X Supplicant’s multi-link device (MLD).”
						638			I			5.0						2023-11-14T23:54:18Z			


			19386			Joseph Levy			Yes			3.1			59			26			T			3.1			59.26			Redefining the BSS transition to include transitions from one MLD to another MLD is confusing and not architecturally correct. While it is true that an MLD transition is a multiple BSS transition, the definition does not make this clear. It would be much clearer to define an MLD transition, including the three types of MLD transition 1) MLD to MLD, 2)MLD to STA, and 3)STA to MLD. As all three of these types are necessary for ESS mobility.			Delete the changes to BSS transition and add a new definition for MLD transition that includes all three types of the transition necessary for MLO mobility.			JOINT									Resolution approved			Po-Kai Huang			23/1384r2			J			REJECTED
MLD transition is defined in previous draft. However, several comments point out that the protocol is essentially the same with only entity change and inclusion of ML element with the addition of MLD. It may not make sense to have a completely new protocol simply for MLD transition. 						616			N									2023-09-13T13:32:08Z			


			19387			Joseph Levy			Yes			3.1			59			39			T			3.1			59.39			MLO does not allow for MLDs to transmit multicast-group addressed frames. Multicast-group addressed frames are only transmitted by non-MLD STAs. Only individually addressed frames are sent by the DS to the MLD MAC SAP. Group addressed frames may only be sent to the MAC SAP of an non-MLD AP. Therefore there is no reason to include MLDs in the multicast-group address definition. The multicast-group address definition should not be changed by the 802.11be amendment.			Delete the multicast-group address definition from the 802.11be amendment. The definition in the baseline is all that is necessary.			JOINT									Resolution approved			Po-Kai Huang			23/1809r1			J			REJECTED
The definition is on the multi-group address itself. The multicast MAC address may still include the MLD MAC address of the non-AP MLD, which is the reason why the definition is revised. The definition does not talk about how the multi-cast group address frame is transmitted. 						638			N									2023-11-14T23:55:39Z			


			19546			Carlos Aldana			Yes			35.3.24			578			0			T			35.3.24			578.00			There is no explicit signaling from STA side to inform AP that there is
no uplink traffic expected within current SP so that AP may terminate SP
early. An explicit indication is needed.			Make modifications similar to those described in 11-23-754-03			MAC									Resolution approved			Muhammad Kumail Haider			23/1535r1			J			REJECTED
This CID is presented and discussed on September 12, 2023 and November 14, 2023, in 23/1535r1 (https://mentor.ieee.org/802.11/dcn/23/11-23-1535-01) and the group could not reach consensus on a resolution. Motion 651 result on November 14, 2023: 50 Yes, 54 No, 24 Abstain.						658			N									2023-11-16T20:44:07Z			


			16713			Mark RISON			Yes			3.2									T			3.2			0.00			A definition of EMLMR needs to be given, and these need to make it clear how this differs from EMLSR (and maybe also from e.g. SMPS)			As it says in the comment			MAC									Resolution approved			Liwen Chu			23/1121r1			V			REVISED
Generally agree with the commenter.

TGbe editor to make changes in https://mentor.ieee.org/802.11/dcn/23/11-23-1121-01 with CID tag 16713
						579			N						This CID is implemented by CID 15094.			2023-07-13T10:02:45Z			


			16714			Mark RISON			Yes			C.3			948			55			E			C.3			948.55			"which" should be "that"			Change here and in any other locations where needed			Joint									Resolution approved			Yongho Seok			23/1144r0			V			REVISED
Agree in principle. Change “which” to “that”. 

TGbe editor: 
Change from 
“A conceptual table for EHT PPE thresholds mappings, which determines the nominal packet padding value as a function of the two PPE thresholds,”
to 
“A conceptual table for EHT PPE thresholds mappings, that determines the nominal packet padding value as a function of the two PPE thresholds,”
						575			I			4.0						2023-07-13T16:34:33Z			


			16715			Mark RISON			Yes			35.1			473			16			T			35.1			473.16			Doesn't an EHT STA also support, band-permitting, HE, VHT, HT, OFDM, ERP, CCK, DSSS, etc.?			Make the list complete			MAC									Resolution approved			Po-Kai Huang			23/0547r3			J			REJECTED
Before HE, all baseline MAC features are described in clause 10, 11, and 12. This is the same style used in clause 26. For PHY, there is another set of descriptions in 36.1.1.

An EHT STA supports the MAC and MLME functions defined in Clause 35 (Extremely high throughput (EHT) MAC specification) in addition to the MAC functions defined in Clause 26 (High efficiency (HE) MAC specification) and Clause 10 (MAC sublayer functional description), the MLME functions defined in Clause 11 (MLME), and the security functions defined in Clause 12 (Security) except when the functions in Clause 35 (Extremely high throughput (EHT) MAC specification) supersede the functions in Clause 10 (MAC sublayer functional description), Clause 11 (MLME), Clause 12 (Security), or Clause 26 (High efficiency (HE) MAC specification).

Clause 36 (Extremely high throughput (EHT) PHY specification) specifies the PHY entity for an extremely high throughput (EHT) orthogonal frequency division multiplexing (OFDM) system. In addition to the requirements in Clause 36 (Extremely high throughput (EHT) PHY specification), an EHT STA shall be capable of transmitting and receiving PPDUs that are compliant with the mandatory requirements of Clause 27 (High Efficiency (HE) PHY specification), which specifies support of the mandatory requirements of Clause 17 (Orthogonal frequency division multiplexing (OFDM) PHY specification), Clause 19 (High Throughput (HT) PHY specification), and Clause 21 (Very High Throughput (VHT) PHY specification).
						543			N									2023-05-17T18:47:16Z			


			16716			Mark RISON			Yes			35.2.1.1			473			35			E			35.2.1.1			473.35			"An EHT STA that is a STA 6G with 320 MHz bandwidth support transmitting a Control frame in non-HT
duplicate format with a bandwidth signaling TA addressed to an EHT STA shall [...]" has faulty grammar.  Ditto next para			Change to "An EHT STA that is a STA 6G with 320 MHz bandwidth and that supports transmitting a Control frame in non-HT
duplicate format with a bandwidth signaling TA addressed to an EHT STA shall [...]"			MAC									Resolution approved			Kaiying Lu			23/0732r2			V			REVISED
TGbe editor to make the changes shown in 11-23/0732r2 (https://mentor.ieee.org/802.11/dcn/23/11-23-0732-02) under all headings that include CID 16671.						582			N						This CID is implemented by CID 16671.			2023-07-13T10:20:42Z			


			16717			Mark RISON			Yes			35.2.1.1			473			58			E			35.2.1.1			473.58			"Triggered TXOP sharing" should be lowercase: "triggered TXOP sharing"			Fix here and any other locations			MAC									Resolution approved			Dibakar Das			23/1202r1			A			ACCEPTED						579			I			4.0						2023-07-13T16:34:33Z			


			16718			Mark RISON			Yes			35.2.1.1			473			50			E			35.2.1.1			473.50			"of" should be "for"			As it says in the comment			MAC									Resolution approved			Kaiying Lu			23/0732r2			V			REVISED
TGbe editor to make the changes shown in 11-23/0732r2 (https://mentor.ieee.org/802.11/dcn/23/11-23-0732-02) under all headings that include CID 16718.						573			I			4.0						2023-07-13T16:34:33Z			


			16719			Mark RISON			Yes			3.2			60			29			E			3.2			60.29			"with high efficiency (HE) TB PPDU or extremely high throughput (EHT) TB PPDU format" should be "using high efficiency (HE) TB PPDU or extremely high throughput (EHT) TB PPDU format"			As it says in the comment			PHY									Resolution approved			Dong Guk Lim			23/0670r0			A			ACCEPTED						559			I			3.2						2023-05-18T20:51:25Z			


			16720			Mark RISON			Yes			35									E			35			0.00			"that is equal to true" (or ... false) should be "equal to true" (or ... false).  5x in Clause 35			As it says in the comment			MAC									Resolution approved			EDITOR			23/1009r0			A			ACCEPTED
Note to the commenter:   In D3.2, there are only two instances of “that is equal to true” at 640.51 and 640.55.						570			I			4.0						2023-07-13T16:34:33Z			


			16721			Mark RISON			Yes			35.2.1.2.2			475			1			T			35.2.1.2.2			475.01			"The AP with the TXOP Return Support In TXOP Sharing Mode 2 subfield set to 1 " -- which AP is this?  The one at line 59 on the previous page?  If so put that condition at line 59, i.e. "If an EHT AP with the TXOP Return Support In TXOP Sharing Mode 2 subfield set to 1 determines that [...]" and delete from here			As it says in the comment			MAC									Resolution approved			Yunbo Li			23/1045r0			J			REJECTED
If the condition “with the TXOP Return Support In TXOP Sharing Mode 2 subfield equal to 1” is moved to the main sentence of this paragraph, then the case that an EHT AP with the TXOP Return Support In TXOP Sharing Mode 2 subfield equal to 0 will not be covered. 
The first subbullet also applies to an EHT AP with the TXOP Return Support In TXOP Sharing Mode 2 subfield equal to 0.
						573			N									2023-07-11T21:04:49Z			


			16722			Mark RISON			Yes			35.2.1.2.3			476			46			E			35.2.1.2.3			476.46			"received EHT Capabilities element" should be "received an EHT Capabilities element"			As it says in the comment			MAC									Resolution approved			Dibakar Das			23/0604r3			V			REVISED
Made corresponding text modifications. 

TGbe editor: please implement changes as shown in doc 11-23/0604r3 (https://mentor.ieee.org/802.11/dcn/23/11-23-0604-03) tagged as #16722
						547			I			3.2						2023-05-17T18:51:55Z			


			16723			Mark RISON			Yes			35.2.1.2.3			476			42			T			35.2.1.2.3			476.42			"The non-AP
EHT STA that received a MU-RTS TXS Trigger frame with TXOP Sharing Mode subfield equal to 2 may
transmit a QoS Data or QoS Null frame containing a CAS Control subfield with the RDG/More PPDU
subfield equal to 0" is not clear as to where the HT Control field is			Change to "The non-AP EHT STA that received a MU-RTS TXS Trigger frame with TXOP Sharing Mode subfield equal to 2 may transmit a QoS Data or QoS Null that includes an HE variant HT Control field with a CAS Control subfield with the RDG/More PPDU subfield set to 0"			MAC									Resolution approved			Yunbo Li			23/1045r0			V			REVISED
Agree with the commenter.
TGbe editor to make the changes with the CID tag 16723 in doc 11-23/1045r0 (https://mentor.ieee.org/802.11/dcn/23/11-23-1045-00)						573			I			4.0						2023-07-13T16:34:33Z			


			16724			Mark RISON			Yes			35.2.1.2.3			476			53			T			35.2.1.2.3			476.53			"The non-AP EHT STA may use the time allocated by the associated AP in the MU-RTS TXS Trigger frame
with the Triggered TXOP Sharing Mode subfield value equal to 1 only for the transmission of one or more
non-TB PPDUs that are addressed to the AP." -- I think this is actually a shall (it shall use the time only for tx to the AP)			Change "may" to "shall"			MAC									Resolution approved			Dibakar Das			23/0604r3			J			REJECTED
The STA may not transmit any frame within the allocated time.  The “only” excludes transmissions of any PPDU other than UL PPDUs to associated AP. 						547			N									2023-05-17T18:51:55Z			


			16725			Mark RISON			Yes			35.2.1.2.3			477			2			T			35.2.1.2.3			477.02			"A QoS Data frame is transmitted successfully by the STA for an AC
if it requires immediate acknowledgment and the STA receives an immediate acknowledgment for that
frame, or if the QoS Data frame does not require immediate acknowledgment." -- is this changing the existing definition of successful transmission?  I assume not			Delete the cited text			MAC									Resolution approved			Dibakar Das			23/0604r3			J			REJECTED
This CID is discussed on April 26, 2023, in https://mentor.ieee.org/802.11/dcn/23/11-23-0604-03 and the group could not reach consensus on a resolution. 						584			N									2023-07-13T16:02:23Z			


			16726			Mark RISON			Yes												E						0.00			"a MU" should be "an MU"			Make the change throughout			Joint									Resolution approved			EDITOR			23/1009r0			A			ACCEPTED
Note to the Editor:  The locations in D3.2 are 514.49, 515.1, 618.60, and 848.49.						570			I			4.0						2023-07-13T16:34:33Z			


			16727			Mark RISON			Yes												E						0.00			"MU-RTS TXS" needs an article before ("an" or "the") and "Trigger frame" after			Fix at 195.27/28, 475.29/32, 475.63, 477.15			MAC									Resolution approved			Dibakar Das			23/0604r3			A			ACCEPTED
Note to editor: please change to “an” or “the” as appropriate depending on the context of that sentence. 						547			I			3.2						2023-05-17T18:51:55Z			


			16728			Mark RISON			Yes			35.2.1.2.3			477			20			T			35.2.1.2.3			477.20			"the STA shall set the Duration/ID field
of its frame(s) to a STA that is not the associated AP with a value that indicates a time no later than" is not clear.  I think it's trying to say "the STA shall set the Duration/ID field of frames it sends to peer non-AP STAs to a value that indicates a time no later than"			As it says in the comment			MAC									Resolution approved			Dibakar Das			23/0604r3			J			REJECTED
The current text captures the intention correctly about setting the Duration/ID field of frames not sent to the associated AP. 						547			N									2023-05-17T18:51:55Z			


			16729			Mark RISON			Yes			35.2.1.2.3			477			23			T			35.2.1.2.3			477.23			"Within the allocated time by an
MU-RTS TXS Trigger frame with Triggered TXOP Sharing Mode subfield equal to 2, the addressed STA by
the MU-RTS TXS Trigger frame may transmit QoS Data frames, Management frames and the frames that
assists the transmission of QoS Data frames and Management frames, e.g., RTS frame, the frames for
sounding." has wonky grammar			Change to "Within the time allocated by an MU-RTS TXS Trigger frame with TXOP Sharing Mode subfield equal to 2, the STA addressed by the MU-RTS TXS Trigger frame may transmit QoS Data frames, Management frames and frames that assists the transmission of these frames, e.g., RTS/CTS frames and sounding frames."			MAC									Resolution approved			Dibakar Das			23/1202r1			V			REVISED
Made changes along the lines suggested by commenter. 

 TGbe editor: please implement changes as shown in doc 11-23/1202r1 (https://mentor.ieee.org/802.11/dcn/23/11-23-1202-01) tagged as #16729
						579			I			4.0						2023-07-13T16:34:33Z			


			16730			Mark RISON			Yes			35.2.1.2.3			477			30			T			35.2.1.2.3			477.30			"NOTE 2--With the Duration rule defined here, the basic NAV of any STA in the same BSS that receives these frames
might become zero only at the end of the allocated time if the basic NAV timer is set per the P2P transmission frames
during the allocated time period" has editorial issues			Change to "NOTE 2--With this Duration field rule, the basic NAV of a STA in the same BSS might become 0 only at the end of the allocated time if the basic NAV timer is set by the frames transmitted to peer non-AP STAs during the allocated time period"			MAC									Resolution approved			Dibakar Das			23/1202r1			V			REVISED
Made changes along the lines. 

TGbe editor: please implement changes as shown in doc 11-23/1202r1 (https://mentor.ieee.org/802.11/dcn/23/11-23-1202-01) tagged as #16730
						579			I			4.0						2023-07-13T16:34:33Z			


			16731			Mark RISON			Yes			35.2.1.2.3			477			32			T			35.2.1.2.3			477.32			I can't understand "these STAs can transmit in the remaining TXOP after the allocated time period
due to a zero basic NAV value" -- which STAs?			Is this trying to say "such a STA can transmit after the allocated time period"?			MAC									Resolution approved			Dibakar Das			23/1202r1			V			REVISED
Made changes along the lines.
TGbe editor: please implement changes as shown in doc 11-23/1202r1 (https://mentor.ieee.org/802.11/dcn/23/11-23-1202-01) tagged as #16731						579			I			4.0						2023-07-13T16:34:33Z			


			16732			Mark RISON			Yes												E						0.00			"MU-RTS TXS frame" should be "MU-RTS TXS Trigger frame"			Fix at 195.65, 196.3, 476.3, 477.15			MAC									Resolution approved			Dibakar Das			23/0604r3			A			ACCEPTED						547			N						This CID is implemented by CID 17811.			2023-05-17T18:51:55Z			


			16733			Mark RISON			Yes			35.2.1.2.3			477			46			E			35.2.1.2.3			477.46			"A non-AP STA addressed by an MU-RTS TXS Trigger frame shall set the TXVECTOR parameter
CH_BANDWIDTH or CH_BANDWIDTH_IN_NON_HT of a non-TB PPDU to be the same or narrower
than the TXVECTOR parameter CH_BANDWIDTH_IN_NON_HT of the CTS frame that it has responded
to the MU-RTS TXS Trigger frame." is not clear			Change to "A non-AP STA addressed by an MU-RTS TXS Trigger frame shall set the TXVECTOR parameter
CH_BANDWIDTH or CH_BANDWIDTH_IN_NON_HT of PPDUs that it transmits during the time allocation to be the same or narrower
than the TXVECTOR parameter CH_BANDWIDTH_IN_NON_HT of the the CTS frame that it transmitted in response
to the MU-RTS TXS Trigger frame."			MAC									Resolution approved			Sanghyun Kim			23/1061r1			V			REVISED
Agree with the commenter.
The proposed change was applied with minor modifications.
1.	of PPDUs => of the PPDUs
2.	during the time allocation => during the time allocated by the MU-RTS frame
3.	the the CTS => the CTS
TGbe editor, please apply the changes as shown in 11-23/1061r1 (https://mentor.ieee.org/802.11/dcn/23/11-23-1061-01) tagged with 16733.						568			I			4.0						2023-07-13T16:34:33Z			


			16734			Mark RISON			Yes			35.2.1.2.3			477			55			T			35.2.1.2.3			477.55			"shall not
be used by the non-TB PPDU(s) that is transmitted during the time allocated by an associated AP" could be worded better, and this applies to all the PPDUs since they are required to be non-TB above			Change to "shall not be used by PPDU(s) transmitted during the time allocation"			MAC									Resolution approved			Dibakar Das			23/1244r1			J			REJECTED
The current text describes the intended behavior accurately.						581			N									2023-07-13T10:11:10Z			


			16735			Mark RISON			Yes			35.2.2.1			478			13			T			35.2.2.1			478.13			"shall not set the
B54 in the Common Info field to 1." seems a bit odd for a bit			Change to "shall set B54 in the Common Info field to 0."  Also change "the B55" to "B55" earlier on in the sentence			MAC									Resolution approved			Yanjun Sun			23/0969r1			V			REVISED
Agree with the commenter in principle.
Tgbe editor please implement changes as shown in doc 11-23/0969r1 (https://mentor.ieee.org/802.11/dcn/23/11-23-0969-01) tagged as #16735						567			I			4.0						2023-07-13T16:34:33Z			


			16736			Mark RISON			Yes												E						0.00			"the B<n>" should not have an article			Delete the articles (x15)			Joint									Resolution approved			Yuchen Guo			23/1116r0			V			REVISED
Agree in principle with the commenter.

TGbe Editor:
Please delete “the” right before “B<n>” in the fol-lowing places in D3.0:
478.14 (2x), 593.31(2x), 593.42, 595.60, 595.61
						582			I			4.0						2023-07-13T16:34:33Z			


			16737			Mark RISON			Yes			35.2.2.1			478			31			E			35.2.2.1			478.31			"shall not puncture other subchannels
in addition to those indicated" is a bit odd			Change to "shall not puncture subchannels
other than those indicated"			MAC									Resolution approved			Yanjun Sun			23/0969r1			J			REJECTED
The existing text is correct and better. The “other than” part in suggested text may cause confusion about whether the AP can puncture a subset of subchannels indicated in the Disabled Subchannel Bitmap. As the current spec text allows the AP to puncture a subset of subchannels indicated in the Disabled Subchannel Bitmap due to dynamic bandwidth operations, the existing spec text looks clearer.  						567			N									2023-06-20T16:12:08Z			


			16738			Mark RISON			Yes			35.2.2.2			478			49			E			35.2.2.2			478.49			"except that UL MU CS condition" should be "except that the UL MU CS condition"			As it says in the comment			MAC									Resolution approved			Yanjun Sun			23/0969r1			A			ACCEPTED						567			I			4.0						2023-07-13T16:34:33Z			


			16739			Mark RISON			Yes			35.3.1			479			14			T			35.3.1			479.14			"A non-AP EHT STA with dot11MultiLinkActivated equal to false shall not be affiliated with any non-AP
MLD." -- also true for AP			Change to "A STA with dot11MultiLinkActivated equal to false shall not be affiliated with any
MLD."			MAC									Resolution approved			Ming Gan			23/0627r3			J			REJECTED
It is not true for an AP. Otherwise it will conflict with the first sentence in this subclause: “An EHT AP shall set dot11MultiLinkActivated to true”. Note that the suggested sentence allows for an EHT AP, which does not implement MLO features.						551			N									2023-05-17T18:55:27Z			


			16740			Mark RISON			Yes			35									T			35			0.00			A link is defined in the baseline as "a physical path consisting of
exactly one traversal of the wireless medium (WM) that is usable to transfer MAC service data units
(MSDUs) between two stations (STAs) (#1379)that have established a relationship."  Are the uses of the term in this amendment compatible with this?			As it says in the comment			MAC									Resolution approved			Guogang Huang						J			REJECTED
The comment fails to identify changes in sufficient detail so that the specific wording of the changes that will satisfy the commenter can be determined.						596			N									2023-07-13T16:33:55Z			


			16741			Mark RISON			Yes			35.3.1			479			29			E			35.3.1			479.29			Missing full stop at end of sentence			As it says in the comment			MAC									Resolution approved			Ming Gan			23/0386r1			A			ACCEPTED						536			N						This CID is implemented by CID 15695.			2023-03-22T14:18:57Z			


			16742			Mark RISON			Yes			35.3.1			479			35			T			35.3.1			479.35			"Each STA affiliated with an MLD shall follow the procedures in 11.1.3 (Maintaining synchronization). An
AP MLD shall correct the clock drift to be within +/-30 Âµs between TSF timers of any two APs affiliated with
it." is not clear.  What kind of correction is this?  If it's just the usual 0.01% drift thing then it should be moved to Clause 11.  If it's some more fancy cross-adjustment thing it needs to be specified in more detail (e.g. you don't want to be correcting towards the STA that's running slow/fast)			As it says in the comment			MAC									Resolution approved			Ming Gan			23/0627r7			V			REVISED
Rephrase this sentence to make it clear. The objective should be the clock drift difference between the TSF timers of two APs. Apply the changes marked as #16742 in https://mentor.ieee.org/802.11/dcn/23/11-23-0627-07						566			I			4.0						2023-07-13T16:34:33Z			


			16743			Mark RISON			Yes			35.3.1			479			53			T			35.3.1			479.53			Both of the examples are where links were dropped, leaving just one			At the end of the NOTE add "Or an MLD might associate with only one link."			MAC									Resolution approved			Ming Gan			23/0627r3			J			REJECTED
The comment fails to identify the technical issue. The proposed new added text is redundant.						551			N									2023-05-17T18:55:27Z			


			16744			Mark RISON			Yes			35.3.1			479			61			T			35.3.1			479.61			"NOTE 6 --A non-AP EHT STA might set dot11MultiLinkActivated to true or false. " -- well, of course.  Otherwise the previous sentence wouldn't say "with dot11MultiLinkActivated set to false"			Delete			MAC									Resolution approved			Ming Gan			23/0627r3			A			ACCEPTED						551			N						This CID is implemented by CID 15850.			2023-05-17T18:55:27Z			


			16745			Mark RISON			Yes			35.3.1			480			1			E			35.3.1			480.01			"The (Re)Association Response frame sent in response to a (Re)Association
Request frame without including the Basic Multi-Link element does not include the Basic Multi-Link element" -- would be clearer as "The (Re)Association Response frame sent in response to a (Re)Association
Request frame that does not include the Basic Multi-Link element does not include the Basic Multi-Link element"			As it says in the comment			MAC									Resolution approved			Ming Gan			23/0386r1			V			REVISED
Agree. Apply the changes marked as #16745 in https://mentor.ieee.org/802.11/dcn/23/11-23-0386-01						536			I			3.1						2023-03-22T18:10:30Z			


			16746			Mark RISON			Yes			35.3.1			480			6			T			35.3.1			480.06			"As a result, all APs affiliated with the same AP MLD shall advertise the same SSID." -- since this is a consquence not an intrinsic requirement, better to delete the "shall"			As it says in the comment			MAC									Resolution approved			Ming Gan			23/0627r3			V			REVISED
Apply the changes marked as #16746 in https://mentor.ieee.org/802.11/dcn/23/11-23-0627-03						551			I			3.2						2023-05-17T18:55:27Z			


			16747			Mark RISON			Yes			35.3.2			480			15			T			35.3.2			480.15			"singly identifies" -- it is not clear what "singly" means here			Delete "singly"			MAC									Resolution approved			Po-Kai Huang			23/0547r4			J			REJECTED
“singly” has been used in the baseline for the context . 

station (STA): A logical entity that is a singly addressable instance of a medium access control (MAC) and physical layer (PHY) interface to the wireless medium (WM).

Based on the definitions from Oxford Languages, “singly” means “one at a time; separately or individually”.
						548			N									2023-05-17T18:52:41Z			


			16748			Mark RISON			Yes												E						0.00			"field value" should be just "field" (ditto "subfield value" should be just "subfield") per 1.4			As it says in the comment			Joint									Resolution approved			Yuchen Guo			23/1116r0			V			REVISED
TGbe Editor:
Please make a global change (delete “value” after "subfield" or "field") per the editor’s guideline.
						582			N						The baseline REVme is yet to implement the suggested change.
The standard will be professionally edited prior to publication. The global replacement from subfield to field may be completed prior to the publication of the standards.			2023-07-21T18:48:00Z			


			16749			Mark RISON			Yes			35.3.2			480			31			E			35.3.2			480.31			"and the AP" should be "if the AP".  Also at line 35			As it says in the comment			MAC									Resolution approved			Po-Kai Huang			23/0289r2			A			ACCEPTED						526			I			3.1						2023-03-17T11:16:11Z			


			16750			Mark RISON			Yes			35.3.2			480			41			E			35.3.2			480.41			"if the individually addressed frame is a " is already at line 22			Change to "if the frame is a ".  Ditto at line 45			MAC									Resolution approved			Po-Kai Huang			23/0289r2			V			REVISED
Agree in principle with the commenter.
TGbe editor to make the changes shown in 11-23/0289r2 (https://mentor.ieee.org/802.11/dcn/23/11-23-0289-02) under all headings that include CID 16750						526			I			3.1						2023-03-17T11:16:11Z			


			16751			Mark RISON			Yes			35.3.2			480			48			T			35.3.2			480.48			This prevents EHT STAs from supporting mesh			Refer to the table for mesh STAs too			MAC									Resolution approved			Po-Kai Huang			23/0547r3			J			REJECTED
The comment fails to identify a technical issue. It fails to identify specific changes that would satisfy the comment. 

Note that 35.3 is for multi-link operation. MLD has not been updated to support mesh.
						543			N									2023-05-17T18:47:16Z			


			16752			Mark RISON			Yes			35.3.2			480			62			T			35.3.2			480.62			Don't these rules boil down to "the BSSID is the MAC address of the AP" in all cases?			Just say that, rather than two bullets			MAC									Resolution approved			Po-Kai Huang			23/0547r3			J			REJECTED
For MLO, there is a confusion about which AP that we refer to since AP MLD may have multiple affiliated APs.						543			N									2023-05-17T18:47:16Z			


			16753			Mark RISON			Yes			35.3.3.1			481			41			T			35.3.3.1			481.41			"to carry complete or partial profile" missing article			Change to "to carry a complete or partial profile".  Ditto 3 lines down			MAC									Resolution approved			Abhishek Patil			23/0296r3			A			ACCEPTED						533			I			3.1						2023-03-18T18:43:33Z			


			16754			Mark RISON			Yes			35.3.3.1			481			43			T			35.3.3.1			481.43			"may include Link
Info field" missing article			Change to "may include a Link Info field".  Also add two missing articles at line 65			MAC									Resolution approved			Abhishek Patil			23/0296r3			A			ACCEPTED						533			I			3.1						2023-03-18T18:43:33Z			


			16755			Mark RISON			Yes			35.3.3.2			482			23			T			35.3.3.2			482.23			"A link ID is a numeric value that corresponds to a tuple consisting of Operating Class, Operating Channel,
and BSSID of the AP affiliated with the AP MLD. Each AP affiliated with an AP MLD has a link ID that is
smaller than 15." -- I'm guessing it has to be an integer and can't be negative			Change to "A link ID is a integer value between 0 and 14 that corresponds to a tuple consisting of Operating Class, Operating Channel,
and BSSID of the AP affiliated with the AP MLD. Each AP affiliated with an AP MLD has a link ID."			MAC									Resolution approved			Abhishek Patil			23/0643r5			V			REVISED
Agree with the comment. TGbe editor, please implement the proposed change while changing ‘a integer’ to ‘an integer’.						548			I			3.2						2023-05-17T18:52:41Z			


			16756			Mark RISON			Yes			35.3.3.2			482			33			T			35.3.3.2			482.33			"Therefore, an AP MLD does not assign link ID value 15 to any of its affiliated AP." I'm not sure we need to justify this (and it should be "affiliated APs")			Delete			MAC									Resolution approved			Abhishek Patil			23/0643r5			V			REVISED
Agree with the comment. 

TGbe editor, please update NOTE 1 as:
“NOTE 1—An AP MLD does not assign link ID value 15 to any of its affiliated APs since the value 15 is used in the Link ID subfield of Reduced Neighbor Report element to identify a reported AP that is not affiliated with an AP MLD or whose information is not known.”

NOTE to the commenter:  The NOTE was updated as a resolution for CID 16237 and the issue pointed by the comment has been addressed in the revised text.						548			N						This CID is implemented by CID 16237.			2023-05-17T18:52:41Z			


			16757			Mark RISON			Yes			35.3.3.2			482			36			E			35.3.3.2			482.36			"by performing channel switch procedure" missing article			Change to "by performing the channel switch procedure "			MAC									Resolution approved			Abhishek Patil			23/0296r3			A			ACCEPTED						533			I			3.1						2023-03-18T18:43:33Z			


			16758			Mark RISON			Yes			35.3.3.2			482			38			T			35.3.3.2			482.38			"In addition,
the link ID for an AP affiliated with an AP MLD is the same across all non-AP MLDs." is unclear.  The link ID is a property of the AP, and non-AP MLDs just have to use it			Delete			MAC									Resolution approved			Abhishek Patil			23/0643r5			V			REVISED
Agree with the comment. The suggested sentence is deleted. However, NOTE 3 is updated to clarify that a non-AP MLD identifies each affiliated AP and the associated link via its assigned Link ID value.

TGbe editor, please delete the sentence starting “In addition, the link ID …” from NOTE 2 and update NOTE 3 as follows: “NOTE 3—A non-AP MLD obtains the Link ID assigned to an affiliated AP (and the link that the AP is operating on) during discovery and uses this value for all multi-link operations that involve this affiliated AP.”
						548			I			3.2						2023-05-17T18:52:41Z			


			16759			Mark RISON			Yes			35.3.3.3			482			60			T			35.3.3.3			482.60			"NOTE 1--Only Management frames belonging to subtypes (Re)Association Request or (Re)Association Response can
include the complete profile of a reported STA (see 35.3.5.4 (Usage and rules of Basic Multi-Link element in the context
of multi-link (re)setup, authentication, and FT action frame exchange between two MLDs)), with the exception that a
multi-link probe response can also include the complete profile of a reported AP (see 35.3.4.2 (Use of multi-link probe
request and response))." is worded very oddly			Change to "NOTE 1--Only (Re)Association Request and (Re)Association Response frames and multi-link probe responsescan
include the complete profile of a reported STA (see 35.3.5.4 (Usage and rules of Basic Multi-Link element in the context
of multi-link (re)setup, authentication, and FT action frame exchange between two MLDs) and 35.3.4.2 (Use of multi-link probe
request and response))."			MAC									Resolution approved			Abhishek Patil			23/0661r3			V			REVISED
Agree with the comment. The changes are made as proposed by the comment. A minor typo in the proposed resolution is fixed in the proposed changes.
TGbe editor, please make changes as shown in 11-23/0661r3 (https://mentor.ieee.org/802.11/dcn/23/11-23-0661-03) tagged 16759						555			I			3.2						2023-05-17T19:01:54Z			


			16760			Mark RISON			Yes			35.3.3.3			483			1			E			35.3.3.3			483.01			Missing article in "Only Basic Multi-Link element"			Change to "Only a Basic Multi-Link element". Also "complete profile" -> "the complete profile"			MAC									Resolution approved			Abhishek Patil			23/0296r3			A			ACCEPTED						533			I			3.1						2023-03-18T18:43:33Z			


			16761			Mark RISON			Yes												E						0.00			"non- AP" should not have a space			Fix at 295.30, 484.35			MAC									Resolution approved			EDITOR			23/1009r0			A			ACCEPTED
Note to the Editor:  The extra space at both locations were resolved.  No further change is needed.						570			N						No further change is needed.			2023-07-11T21:00:48Z			


			16762			Mark RISON			Yes			35.3.3.3			484			44			E			35.3.3.3			484.44			"carries variable number of fields" missing article			Change to "carries a variable number of fields"			MAC									Resolution approved			Abhishek Patil			23/0296r3			A			ACCEPTED						533			I			3.1						2023-03-18T18:43:33Z			


			16763			Mark RISON			Yes			35.3.3.3			484			53			E			35.3.3.3			484.53			"NOTE 4--Listen interval is not included within a STA Profile field (see 35.3.3.4 (Fields and elements not carried in a
per-STA profile)). Therefore, Capability Information field is" missing articles			Change to "NOTE 4--The listen interval is not included within a STA Profile field (see 35.3.3.4 (Fields and elements not carried in a
per-STA profile)). Therefore, the Capability Information field is"			MAC									Resolution approved			Abhishek Patil			23/0296r3			V			REVISED
Agree with the comment. As part of the resolution a few details were added to the NOTE to clarify why Listen Interval field is not included in the STA Profile field of the Basic ML IE and that the NOTE only applies to Association Request frame.
TGbe editor, please make changes as shown in 11-23/0296r3 (https://mentor.ieee.org/802.11/dcn/23/11-23-0296-03) tagged 16763						533			I			3.1						2023-03-18T18:43:33Z			


			16764			Mark RISON			Yes			35.3.3.4			485			1			E			35.3.3.4			485.01			"SSID element" missing article			"an SSID element"			MAC									Resolution approved			Abhishek Patil			23/0296r3			A			ACCEPTED						533			I			3.1						2023-03-18T18:43:33Z			


			16765			Mark RISON			Yes			35.3.3.4			485			15			E			35.3.3.4			485.15			"Beacon Interval field is an explicit subfield in STA Info field for the reported AP. AID field and BSS
Max Idle Period element apply at the MLD level and have the same value for all links." more missing articles			As it says in the comment			MAC									Resolution approved			Abhishek Patil			23/0296r3			V			REVISED
The NOTE is moved to be after the 1st paragraph since the 1st paragraph provides rules related to the fields/elements discussed in the NOTE. In addition, the NOTE is split into 3 NOTEs for clarity. In addition, missing articles are added.

TGbe editor, please make changes as shown in 11-23/0296r3 (https://mentor.ieee.org/802.11/dcn/23/11-23-0296-03) tagged 16765
						533			I			3.1						2023-03-18T18:43:33Z			


			16766			Mark RISON			Yes			35.3.3.4			485			23			E			35.3.3.4			485.23			"NOTE 2--Listen Interval field and Current AP Address field apply at the MLD level and have the same value for all
links." missing articles			As it says in the comment			MAC									Resolution approved			Abhishek Patil			23/0296r3			V			REVISED
Text is updated to include the missing articles.
TGbe editor, please make changes as shown in 11-23/0296r3 (https://mentor.ieee.org/802.11/dcn/23/11-23-0296-03) tagged 16766						533			I			3.1						2023-03-18T18:43:33Z			


			16767			Mark RISON			Yes			35.3.3.4			485			34			E			35.3.3.4			485.34			"There is no RSNE/RSNXE included" is a bit weird			Change to "No RSNE/RSNXE is included"			MAC									Resolution approved			Abhishek Patil			23/0296r3			V			REVISED
Agree with the comment. In addition, other editorial fixes were made to the NOTE (such as adding missing articles) and clarifying that the fields are not carried in the STA Profile field of the Per-STA Profile Subelement of the Basic ML IE. Similar changes are applied to the paragraph before the NOTE.
TGbe editor, please make changes as shown in 11-23/0296r3 (https://mentor.ieee.org/802.11/dcn/23/11-23-0296-03) tagged 16767						533			I			3.1						2023-03-18T18:43:33Z			


			16768			Mark RISON			Yes			35.3.3.4			485			37			E			35.3.3.4			485.37			"provided by non-AP MLD during multi-link (re)setup. See 12.6.3.1
(General). An AP MLD can have different MFPR carried in RSNE for each of its affiliated APs and in such case, the
(Re)Association Response frame includes RSNE in the corresponding Per-STA Profile subelement of Basic Multi-Link
element. See 12.6.2 (RSNA selection)." -- missing articles			As it says in the comment			MAC									Resolution approved			Abhishek Patil			23/0296r3			V			REVISED
Please make changes as shown in 11-23/0296r3 (https://mentor.ieee.org/802.11/dcn/23/11-23-0296-03) tagged 16767						533			N						This CID is implemented by CID 16767.			2023-03-18T18:43:33Z			


			16769			Mark RISON			Yes			35.3.3.6.1			486			61			E			35.3.3.6.1			486.61			"the contents of the Information field is not
the same" should be "the contents of the Information field are not
the same"			As it says in the comment			MAC									Resolution approved			Abhishek Patil			23/0296r3			A			ACCEPTED						533			I			3.1						2023-03-18T18:43:33Z			


			16770			Mark RISON			Yes			35.3.3.6.1			486			44			E			35.3.3.6.1			486.44			"carries complete profile" missing article.  Also line 49			As it says in the comment			MAC									Resolution approved			Abhishek Patil			23/0296r3			V			REVISED
The missing article is added at line 44 and 49 as suggested by the comment. In addition, editorial updates were made to the 1st paragraph to improve readability.
TGbe editor, please make changes as shown in 11-23/0296r3 (https://mentor.ieee.org/802.11/dcn/23/11-23-0296-03) tagged 16770						533			I			3.1						2023-03-18T18:43:33Z			


			16771			Mark RISON			Yes			35.3.3.6.1			486			57			T			35.3.3.6.1			486.57			"An element, identified by an Element ID and Element ID Extension (if applicable)," -- all elements are so identified			Delete ", identified by an Element ID and Element ID Extension (if applicable),". Also 2x on page 487			MAC									Resolution approved			Abhishek Patil			23/0296r3			J			REJECTED
The cited text was added after a lot of discussion within the group (and similar discussion in REVme for inheritance in MBSSID). A mgmt. frame carries several elements and some of those elements will be inherited (and hence not included within the STA Profile field of Basic ML IE). Therefore, it is essential to have such language. 						533			N									2023-03-18T18:43:33Z			


			16772			Mark RISON			Yes			35.3.3.6.1			487			44			E			35.3.3.6.1			487.44			"arries complete per-
STA profile " missing article			As it says in the comment			MAC									Resolution approved			Abhishek Patil			23/0296r3			V			REVISED
The missing article is added at the cited location as suggested by the comment. In addition, editorial updates were made to the paragraph to improve readability.
TGbe editor, please make changes as shown in 11-23/0296r3 (https://mentor.ieee.org/802.11/dcn/23/11-23-0296-03) tagged 16772						533			I			3.1						2023-03-18T18:43:33Z			


			16773			Mark RISON			Yes			35.3.3.6.1			487			61			E			35.3.3.6.1			487.61			"In this example, the profile for STA 1,
which is a complete profile is expanded to show the details of inheritance." missing comma			Change to "In this example, the profile for STA 1,
which is a complete profile, is expanded to show the details of inheritance."			MAC									Resolution approved			Abhishek Patil			23/0296r3			A			ACCEPTED						533			I			3.1						2023-03-18T18:43:33Z			


			16774			Mark RISON			Yes												E						0.00			There are a lot of missing articles			Add the missing articles			Joint									Resolution approved			Yuchen Guo			23/1116r0			J			REJECTED
The commenter does not provide enough information to determine where an appropriate change needs to be made.						582			N									2023-07-13T10:21:19Z			


			16775			Mark RISON			Yes			35.3.3.6.2			488						E			35.3.3.6.2			0.00			No need for scare quotes			Remove the 5 set of scare quotes around "a" and "b"			MAC									Resolution approved			Yelin Yoon			23/0714r4			V			REVISED
Agree with the comment and accounted for the suggested change.
TGbe editor, please make changes as shown in doc 11-23/0714r4 (https://mentor.ieee.org/802.11/dcn/23/11-23-0714-04) tagged as CID 16775						550			I			3.2						2023-05-22T15:47:14Z			


			16776			Mark RISON			Yes			35.3.3.7			489			41			E			35.3.3.7			489.41			"less than or equal 255 octets" missing "to" after "equal"			As it says in the comment			MAC									Resolution approved			Abhishek Patil			23/0296r3			A			ACCEPTED						533			I			3.1						2023-03-18T18:43:33Z			


			16777			Mark RISON			Yes			35.3.3.7			489			41			T			35.3.3.7			489.41			"When the length of the subelement is less than or equal 255 octets but exceeds the remaining size" -- I think this is talking about the length of the Data field of the subelement, not the subelement itself.  But then it's true by definition, since there is just 1 length octet			Change to "When the subelement does not fit in the remaining size"			MAC									Resolution approved			Abhishek Patil			23/0661r3			V			REVISED
Agree with the comment. The text is updated to clarify that the discussion relates to the contents of the subelement (exceeding or not exceeding 255 octets). In addition, other editorial changes are made to improve readability of the sentences.
TGbe editor, please make changes as shown in 11-23/0661r3 (https://mentor.ieee.org/802.11/dcn/23/11-23-0661-03) tagged 16777						555			I			3.2						2023-05-17T19:01:54Z			


			16778			Mark RISON			Yes			35.3.3.7			489			59			T			35.3.3.7			489.59			"When the length of the Per-STA Profile subelement is greater than 255 octets, the length of Basic Multi-Link
element that carries the subelement would exceed 255 octets. As a result, the element is fragmented" -- the first half cannot occur, since there is only 1 length octet			Change to "When the length of the per-STA information to be carried is greater than 255 octets, the Basic Multi-Link
element that carries the subelement is fragmented"			MAC									Resolution approved			Abhishek Patil			23/0661r3			V			REVISED
Agree with the comment. The suggested changes are made with minor editorial changes.
TGbe editor, please make changes as shown in 11-23/0661r3 (https://mentor.ieee.org/802.11/dcn/23/11-23-0661-03) tagged 16778						555			I			3.2						2023-05-17T19:01:54Z			


			16779			Mark RISON			Yes			35.3.4.2			492			21			E			35.3.4.2			492.21			"the ScanType" should be "the ScanType parameter"			As it says in the comment			MAC									Resolution approved			Laurent Cariou			23/0404r1			A			ACCEPTED						536			I			3.1						2023-03-22T13:49:30Z			


			16780			Mark RISON			Yes			35.3.4.2			492			22			E			35.3.4.2			492.22			"MULTI_LINK" should be "MULTI-LINK"			As it says in the comment			MAC									Resolution approved			Laurent Cariou			23/0404r1			A			ACCEPTED						536			I			3.1						2023-03-22T13:49:30Z			


			16781			Mark RISON			Yes			35.3.4.2			492			35			T			35.3.4.2			492.35			This is not in the same style as the other bullets, and does not fit			Either debulletify, or convert the style to e.g. "-- following the rules defined in 9.3.3.9
(Probe Request frame format) regarding" etc.			MAC									Resolution approved			Laurent Cariou			23/0404r1			V			REVISED
As this bullet is now well captured in 35.3.4.5, just refer to that subclause. Apply the changes marked as #16781 in https://mentor.ieee.org/802.11/dcn/23/11-23-0404-01						536			N						This CID is implemented by CID 16284.			2023-03-22T13:53:34Z			


			16782			Mark RISON			Yes			35.3.4.2			492			45			E			35.3.4.2			492.45			" corresponds to the nontransmitted BSSID" -- there coul dbe more than one			Change to " corresponds to a nontransmitted BSSID" or whatever the usual terminology is			MAC									Resolution approved			Laurent Cariou			23/0404r1			V			REVISED
Agree with the commenter. Apply the changes marked as #16782 in https://mentor.ieee.org/802.11/dcn/23/11-23-0404-01						536			I			3.1						2023-03-22T14:03:19Z			


			16783			Mark RISON			Yes			35.3.4.2			493			16			E			35.3.4.2			493.16			If it's a list of items then there should be no full stop at the end of each item			As it says in the comment			MAC									Resolution approved			Laurent Cariou			23/0404r1			V			REVISED
Apply the changes marked as #16783 in https://mentor.ieee.org/802.11/dcn/23/11-23-0404-01						536			I			3.1						2023-03-22T13:59:37Z			


			16784			Mark RISON			Yes			35.3.4.2			493			63			E			35.3.4.2			493.63			"to broadcast address" missing article			Add "the" after "to"			MAC									Resolution approved			Laurent Cariou			23/0404r1			A			ACCEPTED						536			I			3.1						2023-03-22T14:00:39Z			


			16785			Mark RISON			Yes			35.3.4.3			494			38			E			35.3.4.3			494.38			"either a Beacon, Probe Response or FILS Discovery frame transmitted by an AP (reporting AP) and
the frame carries" -- wonky grammar			Change to "a Beacon, Probe Response or FILS Discovery frame transmitted by an AP (reporting AP), where the frame carries".  Ditto at line 46 "and" -> ", where"			MAC									Resolution approved			Gaurang Naik			23/0859r1			V			REVISED
Agree with the commenter in principle. The cited statements are revised.
TGbe editor: please implement the changes shown in document 11-23/859r1 (https://mentor.ieee.org/802.11/dcn/23/11-23-0859-01) tagged as 16785.						572			I			4.0						2023-07-13T16:34:33Z			


			16786			Mark RISON			Yes			35.3.4.4			495			4			E			35.3.4.4			495.04			"hen" should be "then"			As it says in the comment			MAC									Resolution approved			Ming Gan			23/0386r1			A			ACCEPTED						536			N						This CID is implemented by CID 15397.			2023-03-22T14:14:38Z			


			16787			Mark RISON			Yes			35.3.4.4			495			35			T			35.3.4.4			495.35			There are two instances of "variant Multi-Link
element" but this term is not defined			Add a definition of "variant Multi-Link
element"			MAC									Resolution approved			Ming Gan			23/0513r1			V			REVISED
Agree in principle. Delete the "variant". Apply the changes marked as #16787 in https://mentor.ieee.org/802.11/dcn/23/11-23-0513-01						545			I			3.2						2023-05-17T18:50:22Z			


			16788			Mark RISON			Yes			35.3.4.6			497			54			E			35.3.4.6			497.54			"contents of Management frames" missing article			Prepend "the"			MAC									Resolution approved			Abhishek Patil			23/0296r3			V			REVISED
Agree with the comment. The missing article ‘the’ is added at the cited location.
TGbe editor, please make changes as shown in 11-23/0296r3 (https://mentor.ieee.org/802.11/dcn/23/11-23-0296-03) tagged 16788						533			I			3.1						2023-03-18T18:43:33Z			


			16789			Mark RISON			Yes			35.3.4.6			498			3			E			35.3.4.6			498.03			"A (Re)Association frame " -- no such frame			Change to "A (Re)Association Request frame ".  At 499.32 similarly add "Response".  At 207.20 change "(RE)ASSOCIATION FRAME" to "(RE)ASSOCIATION_REQUEST_FRAME".  At 509.47 change "(Re)ASSOCIATION_FRAME" to "(RE)ASSOCIATION_REQUEST_FRAME"			MAC									Resolution approved			Abhishek Patil			23/0296r3			A			ACCEPTED						533			I			3.1						2023-03-18T18:43:33Z			


			16790			Mark RISON			Yes			35.3.8			525						T			35.3.8			0.00			It is not clear whether/how BA modification is possible			Add material on how to perform BA modification in an ML context			MAC									Resolution approved			Abhishek Patil			23/1098r1			J			REJECTED
The comment fails to identify a technical issue in the MLO BA procedure. Both MLDs can follow the baseline procedure (i.e., exchange ADDBA Req/Resp frames) for updating the parameters of a BA agreement.						596			N									2023-07-13T16:36:38Z			


			16791			Mark RISON			Yes			35.3.8			525			31			T			35.3.8			525.31			"subject to the
power states of the STAs operating on the link" is not clear			Delete the cited text			MAC									Resolution approved			Abhishek Patil			23/0301r5			V			REVISED
Proposed resolution clarifies that it is the power-state of the non-AP STA operating on the link.
TGbe editor: please implement changes as shown in 11-23/301r5 (https://mentor.ieee.org/802.11/dcn/23/11-23-0301-05) tagged 16791.						535			I			3.1						2023-03-19T18:54:41Z			


			16792			Mark RISON			Yes												E						0.00			Is it "TID-to-Link" or "TID-To-Link" or "TID-to-link" (or even "TID to link")			FInd out and consistently implement the official hyphenation/capitalisation policy			MAC									Resolution approved			EDITOR			23/1009r0			V			REVISED
In D3.2, 
•	replace “TID-to-Link” with “TID-To-Link” at 83.14, 521.55, 553.59, 1033.60
•	replace “TID-to-link” with “TID-To-Link” at 342.44, 342.45, 344.3, 344.6, 548.33 (three times), 549.59, 549.63, 549.64, 550.2 (twice), 550.5, 550.9, 550.12, 550.16, 550.23, 550.29, 550.30, 550.33, 550.34, 550.35, 550.39, 550.40, 550.43, 550.46, 550.48, 550.50 (twice), 550.63, 551.24, 551.31, 554.13, 554.26, 554.35, 554.39,
•	replace “TID-to-Link” with “TID-to-link” at 553.52, 1033.51
						570			I			4.0						2023-07-13T16:34:33Z			


			16793			Mark RISON			Yes			35.3.8			525			51			T			35.3.8			525.51			"release the transmit buffer" -- what does this mean?			Change to "update the scoreboard(s)"			MAC									Resolution approved			Abhishek Patil			23/0301r4			J			REJECTED
The comment fails to identify a technical issue and is asking a question. Release the transmit buffer means that it frees the transmit buffer. The term “release” is used in baseline under the same context (please refer to P1951L55 for example in REVme D2.0).						530			N									2023-03-17T11:27:38Z			


			16794			Mark RISON			Yes			35.3.8			525			51			E			35.3.8			525.51			"upon receiving BlockAck frame" missing article			Add "a" after "upon"			MAC									Resolution approved			Abhishek Patil			23/0301r4			V			REVISED
Add ‘a’ after ‘receiving’ at the cited location.						530			N						This CID is implemented by CID 16795.			2023-03-17T11:27:38Z			


			16795			Mark RISON			Yes			35.3.8			525			50			T			35.3.8			525.50			"An originator MLD shall
release the transmit buffer associated with a successfully received MPDU upon receiving BlockAck frame
containing the reception status for that MPDU." -- this might to imply that partial-state BA is not allowed			Change to "[...] upon receiving a BlockAck frame
that indicates the reception of that MPDU."  But how does this differ from non-ML BA?			MAC									Resolution approved			Abhishek Patil			23/0301r4			A			ACCEPTED
NOTE to the commenter:  Regarding the question in the comment: This rule does not differ from non-ML BA in terms of functionality, but it is performed at the MLD level.


						530			I			3.1						2023-03-17T11:27:38Z			


			16796			Mark RISON			Yes			35.3.8			525			60			E			35.3.8			525.60			"When block ack agreement is negotiated between two MLDs, if ADDBA
Extension element is present" missing articles			Add articles			MAC									Resolution approved			Abhishek Patil			23/0301r4			V			REVISED
Agree with comment and added missing articles.

TGbe editor: please implement changes as shown in 11-23/301r4 (https://mentor.ieee.org/802.11/dcn/23/11-23-0301-04) tagged 16796.
						530			I			3.1						2023-03-17T11:27:38Z			


			16797			Mark RISON			Yes			35.3.8			525			54			T			35.3.8			525.54			"In a block ack agreement between two MLDs, the buffer size is indicated based on the Buffer Size subfield
(of the Block Ack Parameter Set field) together with the Extended Buffer Size field (when ADDBA
Extension element is included).
NOTE 2--The ADDBA Extension element is optionally present in an ADDBA Request or ADDBA Response frame
(see 9.6.4 (Block Ack Action frame details)). When block ack agreement is negotiated between two MLDs, if ADDBA
Extension element is present, then the total buffer size is computed as described in 9.4.2.139 (ADDBA Extension
element).
During the block ack agreement establishment, the Block Ack Timeout field and buffer size indicated in the
ADDBA Request frame are advisory. " -- isn't this the same as for non-ML BA?			Delete the cited text			MAC									Resolution approved			Abhishek Patil			23/0301r4			J			REJECTED
As the text suggest, the buffer size for a BA agreement between MLDs must also consider the Extended Buffer Size field in ADDBA Extension element. This is not the case with legacy. Hence the cited paragraph and the NOTE is needed.						530			N									2023-03-17T11:27:38Z			


			16798			Mark RISON			Yes			35.3.8			526			4			T			35.3.8			526.04			"the originator may change the size " -- I think that's required for those two conditions			Change "may" to "shall"			MAC									Resolution approved			Abhishek Patil			23/0301r4			J			REJECTED
The originator is free to use the initially intended WinStartO or decide to increase it if the originator sees it fit. If this is changed to shall then the originator has to change it, which is not the intention.						530			N									2023-03-17T11:27:38Z			


			16799			Mark RISON			Yes			35.3.8			526			11			T			35.3.8			526.11			This seems to duplicate the previous para and bullets			Pick one and delete the other			MAC									Resolution approved			Abhishek Patil			23/0301r4			J			REJECTED
The first paragraph is covering the case where the recipient has indicated (in its ADDBA Response frame) buffer sizes greater than or equal to the one in the (originator’s) ADDBA Request frame. While the second paragraph is covering the case where the recipient has indicated buffer size smaller that originator’s ADDBA Request frame. The first gives an option (i.e., ‘may’) to the originator to change (i.e., increase) the buffer size if (based on the 1st bullet) the recipient has indicated (in its ADDBA Response frame) a higher size. While the 2nd paragraph is a ‘shall’ requirement for the originator to change the size.						530			N									2023-03-17T11:27:38Z			


			16800			Mark RISON			Yes												E						0.00			"ACK policy" should be "ack policy" (3x)			As it says in the comment			MAC									Resolution approved			EDITOR			23/1009r0			A			ACCEPTED
Note to the Editor: In D3.2, the locations are 560.24, 560.29, and 663.30.						570			I			4.0						2023-07-13T16:34:33Z			


			16801			Mark RISON			Yes			35.3.8			526			40			T			35.3.8			526.40			What about reordering for MMPDUs?			Clarify whether/how MMPDUs are reordered			MAC									Resolution approved			Abhishek Patil			23/0301r4			J			REJECTED
The comment fails to identify a technical issue and is asking a question. Reordering of MMPDUs is not covered under BA procedures (which deal with Data only) but are discussed in another subclause (please refer to the rules in 35.3.14).						530			N									2023-03-17T11:27:38Z			


			16802			Mark RISON			Yes			35.3.8			526			46			T			35.3.8			526.46			"Each received MPDU shall be analyzed by the scoreboard context control as well as by
the receive reordering buffer control. " seems to disallow partial-state BA			Don't mandate a scoreboard context			MAC									Resolution approved			Abhishek Patil			23/0301r4			J			REJECTED
The comment fails to identify a specific issue to be addressed. It fails to specify specific changes that would satisfy the comment. In response to the comment, the text does not intend to disallow partial state BA.						530			N									2023-03-17T11:27:38Z			


			16803			Mark RISON			Yes			35.3.8			526			49			E			35.3.8			526.49			"the smaller of bitmap length and buffer size" missing articles			As it says in the comment			MAC									Resolution approved			Abhishek Patil			23/0301r4			V			REVISED
Agree with comment and added missing articles.
TGbe editor: please implement changes as shown in 11-23/301r4 (https://mentor.ieee.org/802.11/dcn/23/11-23-0301-04) tagged 16803.						530			I			3.1						2023-03-17T11:27:38Z			


			16804			Mark RISON			Yes			35.3.8			527			1			E			35.3.8			527.01			"affiliated of" should be "affiliated with"			As it says in the comment			MAC									Resolution approved			Abhishek Patil			23/0301r4			A			ACCEPTED						530			N						This CID is implemented by CID 15825.			2023-03-17T11:27:38Z			


			16805			Mark RISON			Yes			35.3.8			527			7			E			35.3.8			527.07			"received in subsequent TXOP" missing article			As it says in the comment			MAC									Resolution approved			Abhishek Patil			23/0301r4			V			REVISED
Agree with comment and added missing articles.
TGbe editor: please implement changes as shown in 11-23/301r4 (https://mentor.ieee.org/802.11/dcn/23/11-23-0301-04) tagged 16805.						530			I			3.1						2023-03-17T11:27:38Z			


			16806			Mark RISON			Yes			35.3.8			527			13			T			35.3.8			527.13			11me is going to reword PBAC			Add an Editor's Note to that effect, so it's not forgotten			MAC									Resolution approved			Abhishek Patil			23/0301r4			J			REJECTED
The comment fails to identify a technical issue. Once REVme decides to reword and incorporates those changes to their latest draft, TGbe can act on this aspect (based on the comments received during that time). 						530			N									2023-03-17T11:27:38Z			


			16807			Mark RISON			Yes			35.3.9			527			21			T			35.3.9			527.21			If nondynamic fragmentation is not supported then TXOP limits might be illegally violated (because they assume up to 16 fragments)			Delete 35.3.9			MAC									Resolution approved			Abhishek Patil			23/0302r0			J			REJECTED
This CID is discussed on July 6, 2023 in https://mentor.ieee.org/802.11/dcn/23/11-23-0302-00 and the group could not reach consensus on a resolution.  						614			N									2023-07-13T16:53:11Z			


			16808			Mark RISON			Yes			35.3.10			527			36			T			35.3.10			527.36			"(modulo 256 excluding the value 255)" seems to be a complicated way to say modulo 255			Change to "(modulo 255)"			MAC									Resolution approved			Ming Gan			23/0562r2			J			REJECTED
The BSS Parameters Change Count subfield is set to 255 if the reported AP is not part of an AP MLD, or if the reporting AP does not have that information. That is the reason why it is "modulo 256 excluding the value 255". 						545			N									2023-05-17T18:50:22Z			


			16809			Mark RISON			Yes			35.3.10			527			63			E			35.3.10			527.63			"For" should be "for"			As it says in the comment.  Also at 528.55.  At 529.1 "Set" -> "set"			MAC									Resolution approved			Ming Gan			23/0386r1			V			REVISED
Agree. Apply the changes marked as #16809 in https://mentor.ieee.org/802.11/dcn/23/11-23-0386-01						536			I			3.1						2023-03-22T18:12:15Z			


			16810			Mark RISON			Yes			35.3.10			529			35			E			35.3.10			529.35			I think "carried" should be "carries"			As it says in the comment			MAC									Resolution approved			Ming Gan			23/0386r1			V			REVISED
Agree. Apply the changes marked as #16810 in https://mentor.ieee.org/802.11/dcn/23/11-23-0386-01						536			N						This CID is implemented by CID 16594.			2023-03-22T14:20:02Z			


			16811			Mark RISON			Yes			35.3.10			529			59			E			35.3.10			529.59			"NOTE 2--The Probe Request frame can be either multi-link probe request or a Probe Request frame that is not multi-
link probe request." missing articles			As it says in the comment.  Ditto "to Probe Request frame" at line 63 and "operating on nonprimary link" at line 1 of next page			MAC									Resolution approved			Ming Gan			23/0386r1			V			REVISED
Agree. Apply the changes marked as #16811 in https://mentor.ieee.org/802.11/dcn/23/11-23-0386-01						536			I			3.1						2023-03-22T18:13:29Z			


			16812			Mark RISON			Yes			35.3.10			531			2			E			35.3.10			531.02			"are set to 0" should be "is set to 0" since subject is "subfield"			As it says in the comment			MAC									Resolution approved			Ming Gan			23/0386r1			A			ACCEPTED						536			I			3.1						2023-03-22T18:14:29Z			


			16813			Mark RISON			Yes												E						0.00			I think that per the baseline it should be "DTIM beacon" not "DTIM Beacon" or "DTIM Beacon frame"			Change throughout (inc. figures)			MAC									Resolution approved			EDITOR			23/1009r0			A			ACCEPTED						570			I			4.0						2023-07-13T16:34:33Z			


			16814			Mark RISON			Yes			35.3.10			531			31			T			35.3.10			531.31			"BSS Parameters Critical Update " -- no such subfield			Refer to a subfield that exists			MAC									Resolution approved			Ming Gan			23/0562r2			V			REVISED
Agree with the comment in principle. Apply the changes marked as #16814 in https://mentor.ieee.org/802.11/dcn/23/11-23-0562-02						545			I			3.2						2023-05-17T18:50:22Z			


			16815			Mark RISON			Yes			35.3.11			533			8			T			35.3.11			533.08			Why are we sending a channel switch announcement on all links, not just the links on which we're actually going to change channel?			As it says in the comment			MAC									Resolution approved			Laurent Cariou			23/0790r2			J			REJECTED
So that all non-AP MLD (which may monitoring other links) are informed of the switch.						554			N									2023-05-17T18:59:23Z			


			16816			Mark RISON			Yes			35.3.11			533			44			E			35.3.11			533.44			"Between" should be "between"			As it says in the comment			MAC									Resolution approved			Laurent Cariou			23/0790r2			A			ACCEPTED						554			I			3.2						2023-05-17T18:59:23Z			


			16817			Mark RISON			Yes			35.3.11			534			2			E			35.3.11			534.02			"using Quiet element
and optionally Quiet Channel element" missing articles			As it says in the comment			MAC									Resolution approved			Laurent Cariou			23/0790r2			V			REVISED
Agree with the commenter. Apply the changes marked as #16817 in https://mentor.ieee.org/802.11/dcn/23/11-23-0790-02						554			I			3.2						2023-05-17T18:59:23Z			


			16818			Mark RISON			Yes			35.3.12.3			537			60			T			35.3.12.3			537.60			"When the max idle period value in the BSS
Max Idle Period element is applied at the MLD level, it is referred to as the MLD max idle period." seems to suggest that you can have a per-BSS MIP in MLO, but as far as I can tell this is not the case			Clarify that in MLO you only have a MLD MIP, not any BSS MIPs			MAC									Resolution approved			Abhishek Patil			23/0303r3			V			REVISED
Agree with the comment, however that portion of the sentence is now removed.
TGbe editor: please implement changes as shown in 11-23/0303r3 (https://mentor.ieee.org/802.11/dcn/23/11-23-0303-03) tagged 18160.						533			N						This CID is implemented by CID 18160.			2023-03-18T10:21:30Z			


			16819			Mark RISON			Yes			35.3.12.3			538			10			T			35.3.12.3			538.10			"A non-AP MLD is considered inactive by its associated AP MLD if the AP MLD has not received a Data
frame, a PS-Poll frame, or a Management frame" but the bullets below allow any frame for the unprotected case			Clarify whether it's all frames (including e.g. RTS/CTS/BA/BAR) or only those			MAC									Resolution approved			Abhishek Patil			23/0303r3			V			REVISED
The change clarifies that only Data, Mgmt or PS-Poll frames that are initiated by a non-AP are considered as keepalive (also see REVme D2.1 P2605L49).

TGbe editor, please apply changes as shown in 11-23/0303r3 (https://mentor.ieee.org/802.11/dcn/23/11-23-0303-03) tagged 17958 
						533			N						This CID is implemented by CID 17958.			2023-03-18T10:21:30Z			


			16820			Mark RISON			Yes			35.3.12.4			538			42			E			35.3.12.4			538.42			"An AP MLD may use Multi-Link Traffic Indication element and TIM element" missing articles			As it says in the comment			Joint						TTT members:  Hanqing Lou, Vishnu Ratnam, Atsushi Shirakawa			Resolution approved			Minyoung Park			23/0499r1			V			REVISED
Agree with the commenter.
TGbe editor to make the changes with the CID tag (#16820) in doc.: IEEE 802.11-23/0499r1
[https://mentor.ieee.org/802.11/dcn/22/11-23-0499-01-00be-lb271-cr-cl9-cl35-mlti-editorial.docx]						539			I			3.2						2023-04-19T15:04:54Z			


			16821			Mark RISON			Yes			35.3.12.4			538			63			T			35.3.12.4			538.63			"An AP
MLD shall not buffer a TPC Request frame or a Link Measurement Request frame." -- what's the point of not buffering them, if the receiver is asleep?  And should they be made non-BUs then?			As it says in the comment			MAC						TTT members:  Hanqing Lou, Vishnu Ratnam, Atsushi Shirakawa			Resolution approved			Po-Kai Huang			23/0547r3			J			REJECTED
TPC Request frame and Link Measurement Request frame are changed to nonbufferable in Table 11-3.						543			N									2023-05-17T18:47:16Z			


			16822			Mark RISON			Yes			35.3.12.4			539			2			E			35.3.12.4			539.02			"at least one of the associated non-
AP MLD" should be "at least one of the associated non-
AP MLDs"			As it says in the comment			Joint						TTT members:  Hanqing Lou, Vishnu Ratnam, Atsushi Shirakawa			Resolution approved			Minyoung Park			23/0499r1			A			ACCEPTED						539			I			3.2						2023-04-19T15:04:54Z			


			16823			Mark RISON			Yes			35.3.12.4			539			9			E			35.3.12.4			539.09			"corresponds" should be "correspond(s)"			As it says in the comment			Joint						TTT members:  Hanqing Lou, Vishnu Ratnam, Atsushi Shirakawa			Resolution approved			Minyoung Park			23/0499r1			V			REVISED
Made the suggested change and also changed ‘the order of the bits’ to ‘the order of the bit(s)’.

TGbe editor to make the changes with the CID tag (#16823) in doc.: IEEE 802.11-23/0499r1
[https://mentor.ieee.org/802.11/dcn/22/11-23-0499-01-00be-lb271-cr-cl9-cl35-mlti-editorial.docx]
						539			I			3.2						2023-04-19T15:04:54Z			


			16824			Mark RISON			Yes			35.3.12.4			539			20			T			35.3.12.4			539.20			"The Bitmap Size subfield of the Multi-Link Traffic Indication Control field should be set to m," and presumaby has to be at least m?			Add "and shall be at least m," with m italic			MAC						TTT members:  Hanqing Lou, Vishnu Ratnam, Atsushi Shirakawa			Resolution approved			Minyoung Park			23/0504r3			J			REJECTED
This CID is discussed on June 28, 2023, in https://mentor.ieee.org/802.11/dcn/23/11-23-0504-03 and the group could not reach consensus on a resolution, wirh straw poll results 22 Yes, 13 No, 16 Abstain.						585			N									2023-07-13T16:07:41Z			


			16825			Mark RISON			Yes			35.3.12.4			540			16			E			35.3.12.4			540.16			"When a non-AP MLD that has successfully negotiated TID-to-link mapping (see 35.3.7.1.3 (Negotiation of
TID-to-link mapping)) and not all TIDs are mapped to all the enabled links" -- bad grammar			Change to "When a non-AP MLD that has successfully negotiated TID-to-link mapping (see 35.3.7.1.3 (Negotiation of
TID-to-link mapping)) and when not all TIDs are mapped to all the enabled links" (maybe could be misinterpreted as two possible separate conditions, so might need more work)			Joint						TTT members:  Hanqing Lou, Vishnu Ratnam, Atsushi Shirakawa			Resolution approved			Minyoung Park			23/0499r1			V			REVISED
In CID 17744, “wherein” was suggested and that seems to be better than “and when”. Also added a missing article.

TGbe editor to make the changes with the CID tag (#16825) in doc.: IEEE 802.11-23/0499r1
[https://mentor.ieee.org/802.11/dcn/22/11-23-0499-01-00be-lb271-cr-cl9-cl35-mlti-editorial.docx]
						539			I			3.2						2023-04-19T15:04:54Z			


			16826			Mark RISON			Yes			35.3.12.4			540			35			E			35.3.12.4			540.35			"he" should be "the"			As it says in the comment			Joint						TTT members:  Hanqing Lou, Vishnu Ratnam, Atsushi Shirakawa			Resolution approved			Minyoung Park			23/0499r1			V			REVISED
The location of the typo is in L36.

TGbe editor to make the changes with the CID tag (#16826) in doc.: IEEE 802.11-23/0499r1
[https://mentor.ieee.org/802.11/dcn/22/11-23-0499-01-00be-lb271-cr-cl9-cl35-mlti-editorial.docx].
						539			N						This CID is implemented by CID 16103.			2023-04-19T15:04:54Z			


			16827			Mark RISON			Yes			35.3.12.4			541			18			T			35.3.12.4			541.18			"and if" could be misinterpreted as two separate conditions, either of which can be met			Change to "and"			MAC									Resolution approved			Laurent Cariou			23/0793r1			V			REVISED
Agree with the commenter. The first condition doesn’t seem right anyway. Apply the changes marked as #16827 in https://mentor.ieee.org/802.11/dcn/23/11-23-0793-01						568			I			4.0						2023-07-13T16:34:33Z			


			16828			Mark RISON			Yes			35.3.12.6			542			3			E			35.3.12.6			542.03			"in Listen Interval field" missing article			Change to "in the Listen Interval field".  Ditto 543.3 (2x), 543.60 (2x)			MAC									Resolution approved			Ming Gan			23/0387r1			V			REVISED
Agree. Apply the changes marked as #16828 in this document.

TGbe editor: please change "in Listen Interval field" to "in the Listen Interval field" through the draft 3.0
						540			I			3.2						2023-04-19T15:07:06Z			


			16829			Mark RISON			Yes			35.3.12.6			542			5			E			35.3.12.6			542.05			"The value of the Listen Interval field shall be in units of the maximum value of beacon intervals
corresponding to the links that the non-AP MLD intends to setup in the (Re)Association Request frame (see
9.4.1.6 (Listen Interval field))." is very confusing.  The LI field is defined in Clause 9 as being in units of beacon intervals, and I don't think it makes sense to redefine it here as being in units of a number of beacon intervals, especially with such a vague definition ("maximum ... intends") as the receiver doesn't know the sender's intentions			Delete (leave units as in Clause 9)			MAC									Resolution approved			Ming Gan			23/0658r3			V			REVISED
Rephrase this sentence based on offline discussion. 
Apply the changes marked as #16829 in https://mentor.ieee.org/802.11/dcn/23/11-23-0658-03
						550			I			3.2						2023-05-17T18:54:17Z			


			16830			Mark RISON			Yes			35.3.12.6			543			18			T			35.3.12.6			543.18			"may" should be "might"			As it says in the comment. Also at 544.10			MAC									Resolution approved			Ming Gan			23/0658r3			V			REVISED
Apply the changes marked as #16830 in https://mentor.ieee.org/802.11/dcn/23/11-23-0658-03						550			I			3.2						2023-05-17T18:54:17Z			


			16831			Mark RISON			Yes			35.3.13			544			50			T			35.3.13			544.50			"The transmit MSDU timer for the MSDU or the A-MSDU (if the A-MSDU is used) exceeds
dot11EDCATableMSDULifetime or dot11QAPEDCATableMSDULifetime." -- there is no MSDU timer for an A-MSDU			Change to "The transmit MSDU or A-MSDU timer (as appropriate) exceeds
dot11EDCATableMSDULifetime or dot11QAPEDCATableMSDULifetime (as appropriate)"			MAC									Resolution approved			Po-Kai Huang			23/0547r3			V			REVISED
The description follows what is defined in baseline. We only revise the description to align with the latest version of baseline texts.
When A MSDU aggregation is used, the HT STA maintains a single timer for the whole A MSDU. The timer is restarted each time an MSDU is added to the A MSDU. The result of this procedure is that no MSDU in the A MSDU is discarded before a period of dot11EDCATableMSDULifetime for a non-AP STA or dot11QAPEDCATableMSDULifetime for an AP has elapsed.
Retries for failed transmission attempts shall continue until one or more of the following conditions occur:
-	The frame retry count for the MSDU, A MSDU, or MMPDU is equal to dot11ShortRetryLimit.
-	The drop-eligible frame retry count for the MSDU, A MSDU, or MMPDU is equal to dot11ShortDEIRetryLimit.
-	The unsolicited frame retry count for the A MSDU is equal to dot11UnsolicitedRetryLimit.
-	The transmit MSDU/MMPDU timer for the MSDU/MMPDU or any undelivered fragments of that MSDU/MMPDU exceeds dot11EDCATableMSDULifetime for a non-AP STA or dot11QAPEDCATableMSDULifetime for an AP.
TGbe editor to make the changes shown in 11-23/0547r3 (https://mentor.ieee.org/802.11/dcn/23/11-23-0547-03) under all headings that include CID 16831						543			I			3.2						2023-05-17T18:47:16Z			


			16832			Mark RISON			Yes			35.3.14.1			545			19			T			35.3.14.1			545.19			We don't have LMR and FTM frames			Refer to them by their name, i.e. Link Measurement Request frame and Fine Timing Measurement frame			MAC									Resolution approved			Po-Kai Huang			23/0541r4			V			REVISED
11az defines LMR and FTM. However, 11az has public action LMR frame and protected fine timing frame with separate SN space. We revise with correct frame name.


TGbe editor to make the changes shown in 11-23/0541r4 (https://mentor.ieee.org/802.11/dcn/23/11-23-0541-04) under all headings that include CID 15546
						543			N						This CID is implemented by CID 15546.			2023-05-17T18:47:16Z			


			16833			Mark RISON			Yes			35.3.14.1			545			23			T			35.3.14.1			545.23			"An MLD with dot11QMFActivated equal to false" -- dot11QMFActivated is a STA attribute, not an MLD attribute			Refer to the STAs, and require them to all have the same setting.  Also at 334.12, 336.19, 338.10			MAC									Resolution approved			Po-Kai Huang			23/0540r5			V			REVISED
Agree in principle with the commenter.
TGbe editor to make the changes shown in 11-23/0540r5 (https://mentor.ieee.org/802.11/dcn/23/11-23-0540-05) under all headings that include CID 15547						579			N						This CID is implemented by CID 15547.			2023-07-13T10:02:28Z			


			16834			Mark RISON			Yes			35.3.14.1			545			23			T			35.3.14.1			545.23			"An MLD with dot11QMFActivated equal to false" -- OK, and what if dot11QMFActivated is true?			Specify the behaviour in this case			MAC									Resolution approved			Po-Kai Huang			23/0540r5			V			REVISED
Agree in principle with the commenter.
TGbe editor to make the changes shown in 11-23/0540r5 (https://mentor.ieee.org/802.11/dcn/23/11-23-0540-05) under all headings that include CID 15547						579			N						This CID is implemented by CID 15547.			2023-07-13T10:02:28Z			


			16835			Mark RISON			Yes			35.3.14.1			545			38			E			35.3.14.1			545.38			" is" should be " are"			As it says in the comment			MAC									Resolution approved			Po-Kai Huang			23/0289r2			A			ACCEPTED						526			I			3.1						2023-03-17T11:16:11Z			


			16836			Mark RISON			Yes			35.3.14.1			546			6			E			35.3.14.1			546.06			"listed at the beginning of 35.3.14.1 (General)" should be just "listed above"			As it says in the comment			MAC									Resolution approved			Po-Kai Huang			23/0289r2			J			REJECTED
We keep the full description to avoid any confusion of above.						526			N									2023-03-17T11:16:11Z			


			16837			Mark RISON			Yes												E						0.00			"management frame" should be "Management frame" when not adjacent to "protection"			Change at 508.20, 511.4/10, 513.29, 514.61, 524.12/25, 545.5, 546.8/9, 563.37, 635.14			MAC									Resolution approved			EDITOR			23/1009r0			A			ACCEPTED
Note to the Editor:  In D3.2, the locations are 537.60, 540.56, 540.62, 547.46, 549.11, 556.48, 575.46, 576.53, 576.54, 590.8, 654.14, and 671.52.						570			I			4.0						2023-07-13T16:34:33Z			


			16838			Mark RISON			Yes			35.3.14.1			545			7			E			35.3.14.1			545.07			"the following frames specified below" is excessive			Change to "the following frames"			MAC									Resolution approved			Po-Kai Huang			23/0289r2			A			ACCEPTED						526			I			3.1						2023-03-17T11:16:11Z			


			16839			Mark RISON			Yes			35.3.14.2			547			1			E			35.3.14.2			547.01			"Intended STA" should be "intended STA"			As it says in the comment			MAC									Resolution approved			Po-Kai Huang			23/0289r2			A			ACCEPTED						526			I			3.1						2023-03-17T11:16:11Z			


			16840			Mark RISON			Yes			35.3.14.2			547			11			E			35.3.14.2			547.11			"shall include MLO
Link Information element " missing article			As it says in the comment.  Also at line 15 and 29 and 33			MAC									Resolution approved			Po-Kai Huang			23/0289r2			A			ACCEPTED						526			I			3.1						2023-03-17T11:16:11Z			


			16841			Mark RISON			Yes			35.3.14.2			547			12			T			35.3.14.2			547.12			"as the last element but
before the Vendor Specific element(s) (if present)" is confusing			Change to "as the last element that is not a Vendor Specific element".  Also at line 16			MAC									Resolution approved			Po-Kai Huang			23/0541r4			V			REVISED
We simply revise to elaborate the two cases.
TGbe editor to make the changes shown in 11-23/0541r4 (https://mentor.ieee.org/802.11/dcn/23/11-23-0541-04) under all headings that include CID 16841						543			I			3.2						2023-05-17T18:47:16Z			


			16842			Mark RISON			Yes			35.3.14.2			547			19			T			35.3.14.2			547.19			"NOTE--If the MLO Link Information element is not present in the individually addressed MMPDU, the individually
addressed MMPDU cannot be retransmitted to different STA as described in the first bullet above." -- this can't happen because it's a "shall" above			Delete this NOTE			MAC									Resolution approved			Po-Kai Huang			23/0541r4			J			REJECTED
We note that the note is added based on the request of some members to have further clarification. 						543			N									2023-05-17T18:47:16Z			


			16843			Mark RISON			Yes			35.3.14.2			547			25			T			35.3.14.2			547.25			"Only one bit in the Link ID Bitmap subfield of the MLO Link Information element shall be set to 1." -- suggests 0 might be possible			Change to "Exactly one bit in the Link ID Bitmap subfield of the MLO Link Information element shall be set to 1."			MAC									Resolution approved			Po-Kai Huang			23/0541r4			A			ACCEPTED						543			I			3.2						2023-05-17T18:47:16Z			


			16844			Mark RISON			Yes			35.3.15.1			547			51			T			35.3.15.1			547.51			"An AP MLD that schedules for transmission a group addressed Data frame received from an associated non-
AP MLD shall set the SA field of the group addressed Data frame equal to the MLD MAC address of the
non-AP MLD." -- the non-AP MLD does not transmit a group addressed Data frame, so the AP MLD can't have received it.  Also, why can't the AP just use the SA as specified by the non-AP device, as for non-MLO operation?			As it says in the comment			MAC									Resolution approved			Ming Gan			23/0638r2			J			REJECTED
The commenter fails to identify the technical issue. To answer the commenter's first question, that is the assumption that the AP MLD received a group addressed Data frame from the non-AP MLD. For the second question, let each non-AP STA affiliated with the MLD filter out the group addressed Data frame it has sent; for details refer to 20/0672r1 (https://mentor.ieee.org/802.11/dcn/20/11-20-0672-01-00be-group-addressed-frame-transmission-in-constrained-multi-link-operation-follow-up.pptx).						551			N									2023-05-17T18:55:45Z			


			16845			Mark RISON			Yes			35.3.15.1			547			62			T			35.3.15.1			547.62			"-- the transmission of the buffered group addressed Data frames that are expected to be received by a
non-AP MLD in all the enabled links setup with the non-AP MLD." -- but typically all non-AP MLDs will be interested in the broadcast, so it doesn't make sense to do this on a per-non-AP MLD basis			Change to "-- the transmission of the buffered group addressed Data frames on all the links that are enabled with at least one non-AP MLD."			MAC									Resolution approved			Ming Gan			23/0638r4			J			REJECTED
The comment fails to identify a technical issue. The AP MLD schedules for delivery group addressed frames of other links on a link if the non-AP MLD has an affiliated STA on that link. If there is no STA operating on that link then there is no need for the AP MLD to schedule the delivery of group addressed frames. This way it reduces the usage of of the wireless medium for sending duplicate frames.						568			N									2023-07-11T20:59:19Z			


			16846			Mark RISON			Yes			35.3.15.1			548			4			T			35.3.15.1			548.04			", is not part of a multiple BSSID set" spurious comma			Delete comma			MAC									Resolution approved			Ming Gan			23/0638r2			A			ACCEPTED						551			I			3.2						2023-05-17T18:55:45Z			


			16847			Mark RISON			Yes			35.3.15.1			548			15			E			35.3.15.1			548.15			^ could be XOR			Use superscript instead. Also at line 38 and next page			MAC									Resolution approved			Ming Gan			23/0638r2			A			ACCEPTED						551			I			3.2						2023-05-17T18:55:45Z			


			16848			Mark RISON			Yes			35.3.15.1			548			15			E			35.3.15.1			548.15			"and the Group Addressed BU
Indication Exponent is carried in the Group Addressed BU Indication Exponent subfield of the
EHT Operation Parameters field" should be "and the Group Addressed BU
Indication Exponent is the Group Addressed BU Indication Exponent subfield of the
EHT Operation Parameters field"			As it says in the comment.  Also at line 41 and next page			MAC									Resolution approved			Ming Gan			23/0638r2			A			ACCEPTED						551			I			3.2						2023-05-17T18:55:45Z			


			16849			Mark RISON			Yes			35.3.15.1			548			18			T			35.3.15.1			548.18			"and or" is confusing			I think "or" is intended here			MAC									Resolution approved			Ming Gan			23/0638r2			V			REVISED
Agree with the comment in principle. Apply the changes marked as #16849 in https://mentor.ieee.org/802.11/dcn/23/11-23-0638-02						551			N						This CID is implemented by CID 15873.			2023-05-17T18:55:45Z			


			16850			Mark RISON			Yes			35.3.15.1			548			24			T			35.3.15.1			548.24			"The first n bits of N bits are used to indicate that one or more group addressed frames are buff-
ered for each AP of the other AP(s) in the same AP MLD in an increasing order of their link IDs " -- this is a bit subtle.  Also n not defined			Add a "NOTE---If for example the other APs have link IDs 3, 6 and 7, bit 1 is for the AP with link ID 3 and bit 3 is for the AP with link ID 7."  In the cited text change "of the other AP(s)" to "of the other n AP(s)" with n italicised (also make this change at line 47 and next page)			MAC									Resolution approved			Ming Gan			23/0638r2			J			REJECTED
This CID is discussed on May 10, 2023, in https://mentor.ieee.org/802.11/dcn/23/11-23-0638-02 and the group could not reach consensus on a resolution. 						584			N									2023-07-13T16:05:43Z			


			16851			Mark RISON			Yes			35.3.15.1			549			15			T			35.3.15.1			549.15			"Ad-dressed" should be "Addressed"			As it says in the comment			MAC									Resolution approved			Ming Gan			23/0638r2			A			ACCEPTED						551			I			3.2						2023-05-17T18:55:45Z			


			16852			Mark RISON			Yes			35.3.15.2			550			50			E			35.3.15.2			550.50			"the item (e)" should be "item (e)"			As it says in the comment			MAC									Resolution approved			Ming Gan			23/0690r2			A			ACCEPTED						550			I			3.2						2023-05-17T18:54:17Z			


			16853			Mark RISON			Yes			35.3.15.2			550			54			T			35.3.15.2			550.54			"If an indication of buffered group addressed frames in the TIM element about an AP affiliated with an AP
MLD is received by any non-AP STA affiliated with a non-AP MLD, the non-AP STA affiliated with the
non-AP MLD that is associated with the AP and that stays awake to receive group addressed BUs shall elect
to receive all group addressed frames that are scheduled for delivery on the link that the non-AP STA is
operating on." is not clear.  Is the point the "receive all" or is the point "any non-AP STA"?			Change to "If an indication of buffered group addressed frames in the TIM element is received by a non-AP STA affiliated with a non-AP MLD, the non-AP STA shall stay awake to receive group addressed BUs."			MAC									Resolution approved			Ming Gan			23/0690r2			J			REJECTED
The comment fails to identify the technical issue. To answer the question, the point is “any non-AP STA”. Morover, the proposed change is covered by the first paragraph.						550			N									2023-05-17T18:54:17Z			


			16854			Mark RISON			Yes			35.3.15.2			550			62			E			35.3.15.2			550.62			"A non-AP MLD shall filter out the group addressed MPDU with the SA field set to the MLD MAC address
of the non-AP MLD." -- "filter out" is not standard terminology			Change to "A non-AP MLD shall discard group addressed MPDUs with the SA field equal to the MLD MAC address
of the non-AP MLD."			MAC									Resolution approved			Ming Gan			23/0690r2			A			ACCEPTED						550			I			3.2						2023-05-17T18:54:17Z			


			16855			Mark RISON			Yes			35.3.15.2			551			1			E			35.3.15.2			551.01			"group addressed Data frames detection" should be "group addressed Data frame detection"			As it says in the comment			MAC									Resolution approved			Ming Gan			23/0690r2			A			ACCEPTED						550			I			3.2						2023-05-17T18:54:17Z			


			16856			Mark RISON			Yes			35.3.16.1			551			12			E			35.3.16.1			551.12			"A STA, which is affiliated with an MLD, shall" -- bad grammar			Change to "A STA that is affiliated with an MLD shall"			MAC									Resolution approved			Insun Jang			23/0348r1			A			ACCEPTED						530			N						This CID is implemented by CID 16382.			2023-03-17T11:24:21Z			


			16857			Mark RISON			Yes			9.4.2.312.2.2									E			9.4.2.312.2.2			0.00			"MLD Capabilities and Operations" -- field names should have all words start with uppercase			Change to "MLD Capabilities And Operations" throughout (21x)			MAC									Resolution approved			Gaurang Naik			23/0358r2			V			REVISED
Agree with the commenter.

TGbe editor: please replace all instances of “MLD Capabilities and Operations” with “MLD Capabilities And Operations” throughout D3.0. 
						532			I			3.1						2023-03-17T18:29:57Z			


			16858			Mark RISON			Yes			35.3.16.2.1			551			32			T			35.3.16.2.1			551.32			"An AP MLD shall set the Maximum Number Of Simultaneous Links subfield in the Common Info field of
the Basic Multi-Link element to the number of affiliated APs minus 1." duplicates Clause 9			Delete the cited text			MAC									Resolution approved			Yunbo Li			23/0723r1			V			REVISED
The encoding of the Maximum Number Of Simultaneous Links subfield in Table 9-401i in subclause 9.4.2.312.2.3 is updated to avoid the duplication. 

TGbe editor, please make changes as shown in 11-23/0723r1 (https://mentor.ieee.org/802.11/dcn/23/11-23-0723-01) tagged 16858
						550			I			3.2						2023-05-17T18:54:17Z			


			16859			Mark RISON			Yes			9.4.2.312.2.3			259						E			9.4.2.312.2.3			0.00			"the value of 15" should be "the value 15"			As it says in the comment (2x)			MAC									Resolution approved			Yunbo Li			23/0371r1			V			REVISED
Agree with the commenter.
TGbe editor to make the changes under tag 16859 in  11-23-0371r1 (https://mentor.ieee.org/802.11/dcn/23/11-23-0371-01)						532			I			3.1						2023-03-17T19:31:41Z			


			16860			Mark RISON			Yes			35.3.16.2.1			551			36			T			35.3.16.2.1			551.36			"A single radio non-AP MLD shall set the Maximum Number Of Simultaneous Links subfield in the
Common Info field of the Basic Multi-Link element carried in transmitted Management frames to 0.
A single radio non-AP MLD with dot11EHTEMLSROptionActivated equal to true shall set the Maximum
Number Of Simultaneous Links subfield in the Common Info field of the Basic Multi-Link element to 0." -- the second sentence is a special case of the first			Delete the second sentence			MAC									Resolution approved			Yunbo Li			23/0723r1			J			REJECTED
The description of the previous paragraph identified by the commenter is not clear whether a non-AP MLD in EMLSR mode is included or not. This paragraph is added per the request of CID 7623 in doc 21/1203r1 (https://mentor.ieee.org/802.11/dcn/21/11-21-1203-01-00be-cc36-cr-35-3-15-4-capability-signaling.docx) to clarify the case of EMLSR.						550			N									2023-05-17T18:54:17Z			


			16861			Mark RISON			Yes			35.3.16.2.1			551			37			T			35.3.16.2.1			551.37			"carried in transmitted Management frames" -- elements can't be carried in anything else			Delete (also at line 45)			MAC									Resolution approved			Yunbo Li			23/0723r1			A			ACCEPTED						550			I			3.2						2023-05-17T18:54:17Z			


			16862			Mark RISON			Yes			35.3.16.2.1			551			54			T			35.3.16.2.1			551.54			"An MLD shall be capable of simultaneously transmitting or receiving frames on affiliated STAs up to a
value indicated in the Maximum Number Of Simultaneous Links subfield in the Basic Multi-Link element
plus 1, under the rules defined in subclauses below." duplicates Clause 9			Delete the cited text			MAC									Resolution approved			Yunbo Li			23/0723r1			V			REVISED
The encoding of the Maximum Number Of Simultaneous Links subfield in Table 9-401i in subclause 9.4.2.312.2.3 is updated to avoid the duplication. 

TGbe editor, please make changes as shown in 11-23/0723r1 (https://mentor.ieee.org/802.11/dcn/23/11-23-0723-01) tagged 16858
						550			N						This CID is implemented by CID 16858.			2023-05-17T18:54:17Z			


			16863			Mark RISON			Yes			35.3.16.2									T			35.3.16.2			0.00			The scope of multi-link operation is not clear.  For example, if you can't do 5G + 6G simultaneously, but can do 6G simultaneously with 2G4, what value do you put in Maximum Number Of Simultaneous Links?  Does it vary per link?			As it says in the comment			MAC									Resolution approved			Yunbo Li			23/0723r1			J			REJECTED
The Maximum Number Of Simultaneous Links doesn’t tie to NSTR link pairs. In an example that a non-AP MLDs has 3 links which are link 1 @2.4 GHz, link 2 @ 5 GHz, link 3 @ 6 GHz respectively, and link 2 and link 3 forms an NSTR link pair, the Maximum Number of Simultaneous Links subfield will be set to 2 to indicate that this non-AP MLD can simultaneously operating on 3 links. Aligned transmissions can happen link 2 and link 3 at the same time, aligned receptions can also happen link 2 and link 3 at the same time.						550			N									2023-05-17T18:54:17Z			


			16864			Mark RISON			Yes			35.3.16.2.1			551			64			T			35.3.16.2.1			551.64			"has removed the nonprimary link" is not clear, and the sentence looks as if it might contradict with the previous sentence			As it says in the comment			MAC									Resolution approved			Yunbo Li			23/0723r1			J			REJECTED
Don’t see any ambiguity for “has removed the nonprimary link”. Before the nonprimary link is removed, there is one NSTR link pair for the NSTR mobile AP MLD, so the NSTR Link Pair Present subfield is set to 1. After the nonprimary link is removed, there is only one link left for this NSTR mobile AP MLD, and no NSTR link pair anymore, so the NSTR Link Pair Present subfield is set to 0. It is aligned with the previous sentence.						550			N									2023-05-17T18:54:17Z			


			16865			Mark RISON			Yes												E						0.00			"Support For 320 MHz in 6 GHz" should be "Support For 320 MHz In 6 GHz"			Change throughout			PHY									Resolution approved			EDITOR			23/1009r0			A			ACCEPTED
Note to the Editor:  The locations in D3.2 are 661.37 and 662.5.						570			I			4.0						2023-07-13T16:34:33Z			


			16866			Mark RISON			Yes			35.3.16.2.1			552			28			T			35.3.16.2.1			552.28			"The non-AP MLD may use a Management frame on any enabled link to inform the AP MLD about
the ability change to perform STR operation. " -- not any old Management frame			Identify the specific Management frames that can be used			MAC									Resolution approved			Yunbo Li			23/0763r3			J			REJECTED
This CID is discussed on July 13, 2023, in https://mentor.ieee.org/802.11/dcn/23/11-23-0763-03 and the group could not reach consensus on a resolution. Motion 600's result: 50 Yes, 30 No, 22 Abstain (fails)						614			N									2023-07-13T16:47:03Z			


			16867			Mark RISON			Yes			35.3.16.2.2			552			37			T			35.3.16.2.2			552.37			"An MLD shall set the Operation Parameter Update Support subfield in the Common Info field of the Basic
Multi-Link element it transmits in a Beacon, Probe Response, (Re)Association Request, and
(Re)Association Response frames to 1 if its dot11OperationParameterUpdateImplemented is true; otherwise
the MLD shall set it to 0. " duplicates Clause 9			Delete the cited text			MAC									Resolution approved			Chien-Fang Hsu			23/0560r2			J			REJECTED
In addition to the information provided in Table 9-401j, the text here provides normative behaviors of which device is to set such subfield. Thus, the text here is not fully duplicated to the information provided in Clause 9.						547			N									2023-05-17T18:51:55Z			


			16868			Mark RISON			Yes			35.3.16.2.2			552			46			T			35.3.16.2.2			552.46			"of change in" missing article			As it says in the comment			MAC									Resolution approved			Chien-Fang Hsu			23/0560r2			V			REVISED
Updated as “of a change in…” 

TGbe editor: please implement changes as shown in https://mentor.ieee.org/802.11/dcn/23/11-23-0560-02 tagged 16868.
						547			I			3.2						2023-05-17T18:51:55Z			


			16869			Mark RISON			Yes			35.3.16.2.2			552			51			E			35.3.16.2.2			552.51			"one of its affiliated AP" should be "one of its affiliated APs"			As it says in the comment			MAC									Resolution approved			Chien-Fang Hsu			23/0560r2			V			REVISED
Updated as “one of its affiliated APs”
TGbe editor: please implement changes as shown in https://mentor.ieee.org/802.11/dcn/23/11-23-0560-02 tagged 16869.						547			I			3.2						2023-05-17T18:51:55Z			


			16870			Mark RISON			Yes												E						0.00			"operation update type" should be "Operation Update Type subfield" throughout			As it says in the comment			MAC									Resolution approved			EDITOR			23/1009r0			A			ACCEPTED
Note to the Editor:  The proposed changes were resolved.  No further change is needed.						570			N						No further change is needed.			2023-07-11T21:00:48Z			


			16871			Mark RISON			Yes												E						0.00			We should no longer talk of subfields, just fields			Change "subfield" to "field" throughout			Joint									Resolution approved			Yuchen Guo			23/1116r0			J			REJECTED
The baseline REVme is yet to implement the suggested change.
The standard will be professionally edited prior to publication. The global replacement from subfield to field may be completed prior to the publication of the standards.						582			N									2023-07-15T16:01:47Z			


			16872			Mark RISON			Yes			35.3.16.2.2			553			15			E			35.3.16.2.2			553.15			"set to one of 0 (SUCCESS) or
<ANA> (DENIED_ OPERATION_PARAMETER _UPDATE)" should be just "set to indicate SUCCESS or DENIED_ OPERATION_PARAMETER _UPDATE".  Ditto explicit numbers later on in  this subclause			As it says in the comment			MAC									Resolution approved			Chien-Fang Hsu			23/0560r2			V			REVISED
Replace <ANA> by the status code.
TGbe editor: please implement changes as shown in https://mentor.ieee.org/802.11/dcn/23/11-23-0560-02 tagged 16872.						547			I			3.2						2023-05-17T18:51:55Z			


			16873			Mark RISON			Yes												E						0.00			"Status Code is" should be "Status Code subfield is"			Change throughout			MAC									Resolution approved			EDITOR			23/1009r0			A			ACCEPTED
Note to the Editor:  In D3.2, the locations are 332.54, 333.16, 343.55, 343.60, 348.46, 539.23, 558.46, and 558.56.						570			I			4.0						2023-07-13T16:34:33Z			


			16874			Mark RISON			Yes			35.3.16.2.2			553			45			E			35.3.16.2.2			553.45			"received in VHT Capabilities element (if applicable) or in
HE 6 GHz Band Capabilities element (if applicable) or in EHT Capabilities element [...]  in HT Capabilities element transmitted" missing articles			As it says in the comment			MAC									Resolution approved			Chien-Fang Hsu			23/0560r2			V			REVISED
Add articles.

TGbe editor: please implement changes as shown in https://mentor.ieee.org/802.11/dcn/23/11-23-0560-02 tagged 16874.
						547			I			3.2						2023-05-17T18:51:55Z			


			16875			Mark RISON			Yes			35.3.16.2.2			553			45			T			35.3.16.2.2			553.45			"update the Maximum MPDU Length subfield" -- it is not clear how one updates a subfield. Ditto next para			Talk of superseding the value previously indicated			MAC									Resolution approved			Chien-Fang Hsu			23/0560r2			V			REVISED
Revise the description to “…is to update the value of the Maximum MPDU Length subfield…”
Similar change is applied to next paragraph as well.
TGbe editor: please implement changes as shown in https://mentor.ieee.org/802.11/dcn/23/11-23-0560-02 tagged 16875.						547			I			3.2						2023-05-17T18:51:55Z			


			16876			Mark RISON			Yes			35.3.16.4			554			31			T			35.3.16.4			554.31			Needs some kind of intro rather than burying "of an NSTR link pair half-way through"			As it says in the comment			MAC									Resolution approved			Yunbo Li			23/0706r0			J			REJECTED
The definition of an NSTR link pair can be found in subclause 3.2. The first paragraph of subclause 35.3.16.4 explains that an NSTR link pair is caused by interference from one transmission on one link to the other link. Doesn’t see an issue here.						553			N									2023-05-17T18:58:33Z			


			16877			Mark RISON			Yes			35.3.16.4			554			44			E			35.3.16.4			554.44			"Triggered TXOP sharing" should be "triggered TXOP sharing"			As it says in the comment			MAC									Resolution approved			Yunbo Li			23/0706r0			V			REVISED
TGbe editor, please replace “Triggered TXOP sharing” with “triggered TXOP sharing” in two instances in P560L33 and P479L58 of IEEE802.11be D3.1

P560L33: …to use a portion of the obtained TXOP through the rules for Triggered TXOP sharing in 35.2.1.2 (Triggered TXOP sharing procedure)…

P479L58: The Triggered TXOP sharing procedure allows an AP to allocate a portion of an obtained TXOP to one associated non-AP EHT STA for transmitting one or more non-TB PPDUs.
						553			I			3.2						2023-05-17T18:58:33Z			


			16878			Mark RISON			Yes			35.3.16.4			554			45			E			35.3.16.4			554.45			"procedure)may" should be "procedure) may"			As it says in the comment			MAC									Resolution approved			Yunbo Li			23/0706r0			A			ACCEPTED						553			I			3.2						2023-05-17T18:58:33Z			


			16879			Mark RISON			Yes			35.3.16.4			554			54			T			35.3.16.4			554.54			Is that really a "may"?  Can the STA do anything else?			Change "may" to "shall perform one of the following actions"			MAC									Resolution approved			Yunbo Li			23/0706r0			J			REJECTED
This CID is discussed on May 11, 2023, in https://mentor.ieee.org/802.11/dcn/23/11-23-0706-00 and the group could not reach consensus on a resolution. 						614			N									2023-07-13T21:23:03Z			


			16880			Mark RISON			Yes			35.3.16.4			554			59			T			35.3.16.4			554.59			"transmission at the STA operating on the other link" -- it is not clear whether this is interference caused at a same-device STA or at a STA at the peer MLD			Clarify which interference the STA needs to consider			MAC									Resolution approved			Yunbo Li			23/0706r0			V			REVISED
Clarify it is the non-AP STA.
Similar clarification is added in the first paragraph of subclause 35.3.16.4
TGbe editor, please make changes as shown in 11-23/0706r0 (https://mentor.ieee.org/802.11/dcn/23/11-23-0706-00) tagged 16880						553			I			3.2						2023-05-17T18:58:33Z			


			16881			Mark RISON			Yes			35.3.16.5.1			555			25			T			35.3.16.5.1			555.25			The term "concurrently transmits" is used here but nowhere else.  I presume it's the same as "simultaneous transmit" explicitly defined at the start of the same para			Change to "simultaneously transmits"			MAC									Resolution approved			Yongho Seok			23/0824r0			J			REJECTED
That term is used on the other place.
E.g., “NOTE—If an MLD supports transmission on link 1 concurrently with reception on link 2, but cannot support transmission on link 2 concurrently with reception on link 1, this pair of links is NSTR for that MLD.”
						568			N									2023-07-11T20:58:17Z			


			16882			Mark RISON			Yes			35.3.16.5.1			555			59			T			35.3.16.5.1			555.59			"the timing margin is set to half of
SIFS" -- but SIFS is 10 us in the 2G4 band			Change to "the timing margin is set to half of
(non-2.4 GHz) SIFS"			MAC									Resolution approved			Yongho Seok			23/0824r2			V			REVISED
Agree in principle. 

TGbe editor: In the NOTE2 of 35.3.16.5.1 (General), replace 
“SIFS” with 
“aSIFSTime + aSignalExtension”
						575			I			4.0						2023-07-13T16:34:33Z			


			16883			Mark RISON			Yes			3.2									T			3.2			0.00			We have a definition of non-TB PPDU but not of TB PPDU			Add a definition of TB PPDU			PHY									Resolution approved			Dong Guk Lim			23/0670r0			J			REJECTED
We have already defined the EHT TB PPDU in Draft D3.0. 						559			N									2023-05-18T20:51:25Z			


			16884			Mark RISON			Yes			35.3.16.5.1			556			55			E			35.3.16.5.1			556.55			In the figure, DATA should be Data and ACK should be Ack			As it says in the comment			MAC									Resolution approved			Yongho Seok			23/0824r0			A			ACCEPTED						568			I			4.0						2023-07-21T18:46:11Z			


			16885			Mark RISON			Yes			35.3.16.5.1			556			55			E			35.3.16.5.1			556.55			What is the purpose of the faint blue mist in this figure?			Remove the blue mist			MAC									Resolution approved			Yongho Seok			23/0824r0			A			ACCEPTED						568			I			4.0						2023-07-21T18:46:11Z			


			16886			Mark RISON			Yes			35.3.16.5.2			557			25			E			35.3.16.5.2			557.25			"with EHT-SIG MCS equals 0" should be "with EHT-SIG MCS equal to 0"			As it says in the comment			MAC									Resolution approved			GEORGE CHERIAN			23/1122r0			J			REJECTED
This CID is discussed on July 6, 2023 in https://mentor.ieee.org/802.11/dcn/23/11-23-1122-00 and the group could not reach consensus on a resolution.  						614			N									2023-07-13T16:53:29Z			


			16887			Mark RISON			Yes												E						0.00			The term is "non-HT duplicate PPDU" not "non-HT duplicated PPDU"			Change throughout			PHY									Resolution approved			EDITOR			23/1009r0			A			ACCEPTED
Note to the Editor:  In D3.2, the locations are 891.60, 891.63, 892.1, and 897.47.						570			I			4.0						2023-07-13T16:34:33Z			


			16888			Mark RISON			Yes			35.3.16.5.2			558			6			T			35.3.16.5.2			558.06			"Use a non-HT (duplicated) PPDU" is not clear: does it mean non-HT or non-HT dup, or does it mean non-HT that is necessarily dup?			Change to "Use a non-HT PPDU, non-HT duplicate PPDU"			MAC									Resolution approved			GEORGE CHERIAN			23/1122r0			J			REJECTED
This CID is discussed on July 6, 2023 in https://mentor.ieee.org/802.11/dcn/23/11-23-1122-00 and the group could not reach consensus on a resolution.  						614			N									2023-07-13T16:53:29Z			


			16889			Mark RISON			Yes			35.3.16.6			558			49			T			35.3.16.6			558.49			"NOTE 2--The decision to choose to not transmit when the backoff counter of the STA reaches zero as in 2) or to
perform a new backoff procedure to be allowed to initiate transmission following condition 1a) as in 3) is
implementation specific." -- why would a STA ever want to redo backoff if it's not required to?  This just reduces its throughput and increases its latency			Delete this NOTE and item 3) above			MAC									Resolution approved			Dmitry Akhmetov			23/1151r4			J			REJECTED
NOTE 2 and item 3 explain the STA behavior in case when STA change its initial decision to perform SYNC START time. How STA changes its decision from “WAIT” to “TX without SYNC” shall not be specified and but the transmission need to account for new contention in such a case
Example: Consider a case with a number of .11be STAs that follow that procedure. STA on a link 1 of MLD1 count down BK to zero and made a dicision to wait for a STA on link 2. Same decision made STAs of MLD2, 3 and 4. Unfortunately, STAs operating on link 2 see CCA busy signal and their respective STAs on link 1 decided not to wait anymore. Their BK=0. Withoun new BK they start transmission and collide.						577			N									2023-07-11T21:09:31Z			


			16890			Mark RISON			Yes			35.3.16.6			558			55			T			35.3.16.6			558.55			"condition a) or b)" is not clear			Change to "condition 1a) or 1b)".  Ditto 2x first para on next page			MAC									Resolution approved			Dmitry Akhmetov			23/1151r4			V			REVISED
TGbe editor:  Apply the changes tagged with #16890 in https://mentor.ieee.org/802.11/dcn/23/11-23-1151-04						577			I			4.0						2023-07-13T16:34:33Z			


			16891			Mark RISON			Yes			35.3.16.6			558			53			E			35.3.16.6			558.53			"on a link of NSTR link pair" missing article			Add "an" before "NSTR"			MAC									Resolution approved			Dmitry Akhmetov			23/1151r4			V			REVISED
TGbe editor:  Apply the changes tagged with #16891 in https://mentor.ieee.org/802.11/dcn/23/11-23-1151-04						577			I			4.0						2023-07-13T16:34:33Z			


			16892			Mark RISON			Yes			35.3.16.6			558			61			E			35.3.16.6			558.61			"shall follow channel access procedures" missing article			As it says in the comment			MAC									Resolution approved			Dmitry Akhmetov			23/1151r4			V			REVISED
TGbe editor:  Apply the changes tagged with #16892 in https://mentor.ieee.org/802.11/dcn/23/11-23-1151-04						577			I			4.0						2023-07-13T16:34:33Z			


			16893			Mark RISON			Yes			35.3.16.7			559			13			T			35.3.16.7			559.13			"After two PPDUs with end time alignment (and the PPDUs carrying the expected response frames also have
end time alignment) are transmitted by each STA affiliated with an MLD on two links that belong to a NSTR
link pair of the MLD" is not clear as to the total number of PPDUs involved			"After two PPDUs with end time alignment (and the PPDUs carrying the expected response frames also have
end time alignment) are transmitted by each STA affiliated with an MLD on two links that belong to a NSTR
link pair of the MLD (i.e. a total of 4 PPDUs are transmitted by the non-AP MLD on those two links)"			MAC									Resolution approved			Yunbo Li			23/0694r0			V			REVISED
There are only two PPDUs that are transmitted by the non-AP MLD on those two links. The PPDUs carrying the expected response frame (transmitted by the responder MLD) are received by the non-AP MLD.

The sentence is updated to clarify the relationship between the two PPDUs and the two responding PPDUs. 

TGbe editor, please make changes as shown in 11-23/0694r0 (https://mentor.ieee.org/802.11/dcn/23/11-23-0694-00) tagged 16893
						552			I			3.2						2023-05-17T18:56:38Z			


			16894			Mark RISON			Yes			35.3.16.7			559			47			T			35.3.16.7			559.47			All the requirements are expressed in terms of "should", i.e. they are not requirements at all			Consider changing them to "shall"s			MAC									Resolution approved			Yunbo Li						J			REJECTED
This CID is discussed on May 11, 2023 and the group could not reach consensus on a resolution. 						614			N									2023-07-13T21:38:33Z			


			16895			Mark RISON			Yes			35.3.16.7			559			63			T			35.3.16.7			559.63			"an ED-based CCA" is rather vague and might allow implementations to just do part of ED-based CCA and claim to meet the shall			Change to "ED-based CCA as described in ..."			MAC									Resolution approved			Yunbo Li						J			REJECTED
This CID is discussed on May 11, 2023 and the group could not reach consensus on a resolution. 						614			N									2023-07-13T21:38:33Z			


			16896			Mark RISON			Yes			35.3.16.8.1			560			16			T			35.3.16.8.1			560.16			"The aMediumSyncThreshold is set to 72 Âµs." -- PHY characteristics should be in the PHY clause, in a characteristics table			As it says in the comment			MAC									Resolution approved			Dibakar Das			23/0605r2			J			REJECTED
The parameter aMediumSyncThreshold is a MAC parameter. 						547			N									2023-05-17T18:51:55Z			


			16897			Mark RISON			Yes			35.3.16.8.1			560			15			T			35.3.16.8.1			560.15			It is not clear what a "transmission event" is.  Is this the longer of the two PPDUs or what?			Clarify (also on next page)			MAC									Resolution approved			Dibakar Das			23/0605r2			V			REVISED
Delete the word “event” from “transmission event”.
TGbe editor: please implement changes as shown in doc 11-23/0605r2 (https://mentor.ieee.org/802.11/dcn/23/11-23-0605-02) tagged as #16897						547			I			3.2						2023-05-17T18:51:55Z			


			16898			Mark RISON			Yes			35.3.16.8.1			560			18			E			35.3.16.8.1			560.18			"ACK" should be "Ack"			As it says in the comment			MAC									Resolution approved			Dibakar Das			23/0605r2			A			ACCEPTED						547			I			3.2						2023-05-17T18:51:55Z			


			16899			Mark RISON			Yes			35.3.16.8.1			560			23			T			35.3.16.8.1			560.23			"perform CCA during frame exchanges that includes the link switch delays between an AP affiliated with an
AP MLD and one of the other non-AP STAs operating on the other EMLSR links" is confusing both grammatically ("exchanges that includes") and technically (how do exchanges include link switch delays?)			As it says in the comment			MAC									Resolution approved			Minyoung Park			23/0662r4			J			REJECTED
This CID is discussed on May 12, 2023, in https://mentor.ieee.org/802.11/dcn/23/11-23-0662-04 and the group could not reach consensus on a resolution.						585			N									2023-07-13T16:08:03Z			


			16900			Mark RISON			Yes												T						0.00			"may not" is confusing (could mean "shall not" or could mean "is allowed not to")			Change to "shall not" at 471.16, 472.13, 560.30			Joint									Resolution approved			Zhi Mao			23/1255r1			V			REVISED
Partly agree with the commenter. This commenter suggested 3 changes. One is revised, the other two have been addressed in P802.11be D3.2.  

Instructions to TGbe editor:
Please make the changes as shown in 11/23-1255r1 (https://mentor.ieee.org/802.11/dcn/23/11-23-1255-01) tagged with #16900.
						578			I			4.0						2023-07-15T16:05:55Z			


			16901			Mark RISON			Yes			35.3.16.8.1			560			51			T			35.3.16.8.1			560.51			"The STA receives a PPDU with a valid MPDU." is not clear (what is a "valid MPDU"?)			Change to "The STA receives an MPDU."			MAC									Resolution approved			Dibakar Das			23/0605r2			A			ACCEPTED						547			I			3.2						2023-05-17T18:51:55Z			


			16902			Mark RISON			Yes			35.3.16.8.1			560			53			E			35.3.16.8.1			560.53			"whose corresponding RXVECTOR parameter TXOP_DURATION" sounds non-canonical			Change to "for which the RXVECTOR parameter TXOP_DURATION"			MAC									Resolution approved			Dibakar Das			23/0605r2			A			ACCEPTED						547			I			3.2						2023-05-17T18:51:55Z			


			16903			Mark RISON			Yes												E						0.00			dot11MSDTXOPMAX seems a bit shouty			Change to dot11MSDTXOPMax throughout			MAC									Resolution approved			Dibakar Das			23/0605r2			A			ACCEPTED						547			I			3.2						2023-05-17T18:51:55Z			


			16904			Mark RISON			Yes			35.3.16.8.2			561			18			T			35.3.16.8.2			561.18			"Shall not attempt to initiate more than dot11MSDTXOPMAX since the start of the timer" is not clear since the units are not clear.  Also not clear whether restarts count			Change to "Shall not attempt to initiate more than dot11MSDTXOPMAX times since the timer was first started (ignoring any restarts)"			MAC									Resolution approved			Dibakar Das			23/0605r2			V			REVISED
Clarify that the text is about initiating TXOPs. 

TGbe editor: please implement changes as shown in doc 11-23/0605r2 (https://mentor.ieee.org/802.11/dcn/23/11-23-0605-02) tagged as #15093
						547			N						This CID is implemented by CID 15093.			2023-05-17T18:51:55Z			


			16905			Mark RISON			Yes			35.3.16.8.2			561			33			T			35.3.16.8.2			561.33			"The default value of dot11MSDOFDMEDthreshold is -72 dBm and the default value of
dot11MSDTXOPMAX is 1, respectively." should be in the MIB, not here			Move to C.3, adding DEFVAL lines if missing			MAC									Resolution approved			Dibakar Das			23/0605r2			J			REJECTED
The current text is consistent with the default value in MIB variable. Having the description of how the value of those two parameters are set in the same place improves readability. 						547			N									2023-05-17T18:51:55Z			


			16906			Mark RISON			Yes			35.3.16.8.2			561			36			E			35.3.16.8.2			561.36			"subfields" should be "subfield"			As it says in the comment			MAC									Resolution approved			Dibakar Das			23/0605r2			V			REVISED
Changed to “subfield”. 

TGbe editor: please implement changes as shown in doc 11-23/0605r2 (https://mentor.ieee.org/802.11/dcn/23/11-23-0605-02) tagged as #16906
						547			I			3.2						2023-05-17T18:51:55Z			


			16907			Mark RISON			Yes			35.3.16.8.2			561			42			E			35.3.16.8.2			561.42			"Basic NAV" should be "basic NAV"			As it says in the comment			MAC									Resolution approved			Dibakar Das			23/0605r2			V			REVISED
Changed to “basic NAV”.
TGbe editor: please implement changes as shown in doc 11-23/0605r2 (https://mentor.ieee.org/802.11/dcn/23/11-23-0605-02) tagged as #16907						547			I			3.2						2023-05-17T18:51:55Z			


			16908			Mark RISON			Yes			35.3.16.8.2			561			49			E			35.3.16.8.2			561.49			No linebreak should be allowed in "-
62 dBm"			Make minuses non-breaking			MAC									Resolution approved			EDITOR			23/1008r1			A			ACCEPTED						570			I			4.0						2023-07-13T16:34:33Z			


			16909			Mark RISON			Yes			35.3.16.8.2			561			50			T			35.3.16.8.2			561.50			Why is this just a "should"?			Consider changing to "shall"			MAC									Resolution approved			Dibakar Das			23/0605r2			J			REJECTED
This CID is discussed on April 24, 2023, in https://mentor.ieee.org/802.11/dcn/23/11-23-0605-02 and the group could not reach consensus on a resolution. 						584			N									2023-07-13T16:00:31Z			


			16910			Mark RISON			Yes			35.3.16.8.3			561			58			E			35.3.16.8.3			561.58			"causing the collision with the existing transmission" -- poor grammar			Change to "causing a collision with another transmission"			MAC									Resolution approved			Ming Gan			23/0386r1			A			ACCEPTED						536			I			3.1						2023-03-22T18:16:01Z			


			16911			Mark RISON			Yes			35.3.16.8.3			561			55			E			35.3.16.8.3			561.55			"AP assisted medium synchronization recovery procedure" is missing an article and an abbreviation			Change to "The AP assisted medium synchronization recovery (AAR) procedure"			MAC									Resolution approved			Ming Gan			23/0386r1			V			REVISED
Agree partially. Add an article at the beginning. For AAR, its full name is AP assistance request.  Apply the changes marked as #16911 in https://mentor.ieee.org/802.11/dcn/23/11-23-0386-01						536			I			3.1						2023-03-22T18:16:01Z			


			16912			Mark RISON			Yes			35.3.16.8.3			561			60			E			35.3.16.8.3			561.60			"with dot11AAROptionImplemented that is equal to true" shoul dbe "with dot11AAROptionImplemented equal to true"			As it says in the comment.  Ditto first line of next page			MAC									Resolution approved			Ming Gan			23/0386r1			V			REVISED
Agree. Apply the changes marked as #16912 in https://mentor.ieee.org/802.11/dcn/23/11-23-0386-01						536			I			3.1						2023-03-22T18:16:38Z			


			16913			Mark RISON			Yes			35.3.16.8.3			562			18			E			35.3.16.8.3			562.18			"uses CCA-ED threshold" missing article			Change to "uses the CCA-ED threshold"			MAC									Resolution approved			Ming Gan			23/0386r1			A			ACCEPTED						536			I			3.1						2023-03-22T18:17:44Z			


			16914			Mark RISON			Yes			35.3.16.8.3			562			29			T			35.3.16.8.3			562.29			"An AP shall not transmit the AAR Control subfield in a frame to its associated non-AP STAs. " -- where else and whom else could it be transmitted to?			Change to "An AP shall not transmit an AAR Control subfield. "			MAC						TTT members:  Peshal Nayak			Resolution approved			Ming Gan			23/0579r3			V			REVISED
Agree with the comment in principle. Apply the changes marked as #16914 in https://mentor.ieee.org/802.11/dcn/23/11-23-0579-03						545			I			3.2						2023-05-17T18:50:22Z			


			16915			Mark RISON			Yes			35.3.17			563			58			T			35.3.17			563.58			" For the EMLSR mode enabled in a single radio non-AP MLD, the
STA(s) affiliated with the non-AP MLD that operates on the enabled link(s) that corresponds to the bit
position(s) of the EMLSR Link Bitmap subfield set to 0 shall be in doze state if a non-AP STA affiliated
with the non-AP MLD that operates on one of the EMLSR links is in awake state." is not clear.  Shouldn't the STA be in doze for any link that is disabled?			Change to " For the EMLSR mode enabled in a single radio non-AP MLD, the
STA(s) affiliated with the non-AP MLD that operates on the enabled link(s) that corresponds to the bit
position(s) of the EMLSR Link Bitmap subfield set to 0 shall be in doze state."			MAC						TTT members:  Vishnu Ratnam, Xiangxin Gu 			Resolution approved			Minyoung Park			23/0340r2			J			REJECTED
When all STA(s) operating on the EMLSR link(s) are in doze state, a STA operating on a link that corresponds to the bit position of the EMLSR link bitmap subfield set to 0 can be in awake state. So the current text is correct.						535			N									2023-03-23T18:40:16Z			


			16916			Mark RISON			Yes			35.3.17			564			15			T			35.3.17			564.15			"When a non-AP MLD is operating in EMLSR mode on the EMLSR links, the non-AP STAs operating on
the EMLSR links and affiliated with the non-AP MLD shall not operate in dynamic SM power save mode
(11.2.6 (SM power save)) on the EMLSR links." -- can they operate in static SMPS?			Change to "When a non-AP MLD is operating in EMLSR mode on the EMLSR links, the non-AP STAs operating on
the EMLSR links and affiliated with the non-AP MLD shall not operate in SM power save mode
(11.2.6 (SM power save)) on the EMLSR links."			MAC						TTT members:  Vishnu Ratnam, Xiangxin Gu 			Resolution approved			Minyoung Park			23/0340r2			J			REJECTED
This is invalid comment. The commenter is asking a question.

A STA affiliated with a non-AP MLD in EMLSR mode can operate in static SMPS mode by using a single receive chain active. Please see the following definition: “In static SM power save mode, the STA maintains only a single receive chain active”
						535			N									2023-03-23T18:40:16Z			


			16917			Mark RISON			Yes			35.3.17			564			20			T			35.3.17			564.20			"When a non-AP MLD with dot11EHTEMLSROptionActivated equal to true intends to enable the EMLSR
mode on the EMLSR links" -- it is not clear what "the EMLSR links" are			CHange to "When a non-AP MLD with dot11EHTEMLSROptionActivated equal to true intends to enable the EMLSR
mode on a pair of links"			MAC						TTT members:  Vishnu Ratnam			Resolution approved			Minyoung Park			23/0340r5			J			REJECTED
The EMLSR links is defined as follows in the same subclause as follows:
“A non-AP MLD may operate in the EMLSR mode on a specified set of the enabled links between the nonAP MLD and its associated AP MLD. The specified set of the enabled links on which the EMLSR mode is applied is called EMLSR links. The EMLSR links shall be indicated in the EMLSR Link Bitmap subfield of the EML Control field of the EML Operating Mode Notification frame by setting the bit positions of the EMLSR Link Bitmap subfield to 1.”
						538			N									2023-04-19T15:01:19Z			


			16918			Mark RISON			Yes			35.3.17			564			26			E			35.3.17			564.26			"should transmit an EML Operating Mode Notification frame with the
EML Control field set to the same value as the EML Control field in the received EML Operation Mode
Notification frame, after the AP MLD is ready to serve the non-AP MLD in the EMLSR mode operation, to
one of the non-AP STAs affiliated with the non-AP MLD within the timeout interval indicated in the
Transition Timeout subfield in the EML Capabilities subfield of the Basic Multi-Link element starting at the
end of the PPDU that is transmitted by the AP affiliated with the AP MLD carrying the immediate
acknowledgement to the EML Operating Mode Notification frame transmitted by the STA affiliated with the
non-AP MLD" -- this is grossly unreadable			At the very minimum, add a comma before "within".  But frankly rewriting the whole sentence would be better			MAC						TTT members:  Vishnu Ratnam			Resolution approved			Minyoung Park			23/0340r5			V			REVISED
The paragraph is broken down into shorter sentences and bullet point format. Also added ‘,’ before “within”


TGbe editor to make the changes with the CID tag (#15075 and 16918) in doc.: IEEE 802.11-23/0340r5
[https://mentor.ieee.org/802.11/dcn/22/11-23-0340-05-00be-lb271-cr-cl9-emlsr.docx]
						538			I			3.2						2023-04-19T15:01:19Z			


			16919			Mark RISON			Yes			35.3.17			564			35			T			35.3.17			564.35			"the non-AP MLD shall operate in the EMLSR mode" is not clear.  Only the EMLSR links operate in the EMLSR mode			Change to "the non-AP MLD shall operate in the EMLSR mode for the EMLSR links"			MAC						TTT members:  Vishnu Ratnam			Resolution approved			Minyoung Park			23/0340r5			V			REVISED
Clarified that a non-AP MLD operates in the EMLSR mode on the EMLSR links.

TGbe editor to make the changes with the CID tag (#16919) in doc.: IEEE 802.11-23/0340r5
[https://mentor.ieee.org/802.11/dcn/22/11-23-0340-05-00be-lb271-cr-cl9-emlsr.docx]
						538			I			3.2						2023-04-19T15:01:19Z			


			16920			Mark RISON			Yes			35.3.17			564			50			E			35.3.17			564.50			"An AP affiliated with the AP MLD that
received the EML Operating Mode Notification frame" wrong tense			Change to "An AP affiliated with the AP MLD that
receives an EML Operating Mode Notification frame"			MAC						TTT members:  Vishnu Ratnam			Resolution approved			Minyoung Park			23/0340r5			V			REVISED
The part “that
received the EML Operating Mode Notification frame” has been deleted based on the resolution of CID#16675.

TGbe editor to make the changes with the CID tag (#16675) in doc.: IEEE 802.11-23/0340r5
[https://mentor.ieee.org/802.11/dcn/22/11-23-0340-05-00be-lb271-cr-cl9-emlsr.docx]
						538			N						This CID is implemented by CID 16675.			2023-04-19T15:01:19Z			


			16921			Mark RISON			Yes			35.3.17			564			50			T			35.3.17			564.50			"An AP affiliated with the AP MLD that
received the EML Operating Mode Notification frame from the non-AP STA affiliated with the non-AP
MLD should transmit an EML Operating Mode Notification frame" -- this would permit an AP MLD to ignore the request and keep on doing EMLSR even though the non-AP MLD wants to stop			Change "should" to "shall"			MAC						TTT members:  Vishnu Ratnam			Resolution approved			Minyoung Park			23/0340r5			J			REJECTED
In such as case, the timeout timer expires and the non-AP MLD disables the EMLSR mode.						538			N									2023-04-19T15:01:19Z			


			16922			Mark RISON			Yes			35.3.17			565			14			T			35.3.17			565.14			"The listening operation includes CCA and" -- it is not clear how listening involves CCA			Delete "CCA and"			MAC						TTT members:  Vishnu Ratnam			Resolution approved			Minyoung Park			23/0437r3			J			REJECTED
A non-AP MLD listens on the EMLSR links and do CCA and it can decide to access the medium for uplink frame transmission.						540			N									2023-04-19T15:07:22Z			


			16923			Mark RISON			Yes			35.3.17			565			17			E			35.3.17			565.17			"frame exchanges that is initiated" -- wrong conjugation			Change "is" to "are"			MAC						TTT members:  Vishnu Ratnam			Resolution approved			Minyoung Park			23/0437r3			A			ACCEPTED						540			I			3.2						2023-04-19T15:07:22Z			


			16924			Mark RISON			Yes			35.3.17			565			43			E			35.3.17			565.43			"when the frame exchanges initiated by the
initial Control frame on one of the EMLSR links overlaps" -- wrong conjugation			Change "overlaps" to "overlap"			MAC						TTT members:  Vishnu Ratnam			Resolution approved			Minyoung Park			23/0437r3			A			ACCEPTED						540			I			3.2						2023-04-19T15:07:22Z			


			16925			Mark RISON			Yes			35.3.17			565			46			T			35.3.17			565.46			"The number of spatial streams for the response to the BSRP Trigger frame shall be lim-
ited to one." -- doesn't the AP specify the NSS in the Trigger frame?			Make this clearly an AP requirement			MAC						TTT members:  Vishnu Ratnam			Resolution approved			Minyoung Park			23/0437r3			V			REVISED
Clarified that the AP shall set the number of the spatial stream to 1 for the response of the BSRP Trigger frame.

TGbe editor to make the changes with the CID tag (#15105) in doc.: IEEE 802.11-23/0437r3
[https://mentor.ieee.org/802.11/dcn/22/11-23-0437-03-00be-lb271-cr-cl35-emlsr-part2.docx]
						540			N						This CID is implemented by CID 15105.			2023-04-19T15:07:22Z			


			16926			Mark RISON			Yes			35.3.17			566			1			E			35.3.17			566.01			"The non-AP MLD shall indicate its EMLSR padding delay and EMLSR transition delay in their
respective EMLSR Padding Delay and EMLSR Transition Delay subfields of the EML Capabilities
subfield in the Common Info field of the Basic Multi-Link element." -- weird grammar			Change to "The non-AP MLD shall indicate its EMLSR padding delay and EMLSR transition delay in the EMLSR Padding Delay and EMLSR Transition Delay subfields, respectively, of the EML Capabilities
subfield in the Common Info field of the Basic Multi-Link element."			MAC						TTT members:  Vishnu Ratnam			Resolution approved			Minyoung Park			23/0437r3			V			REVISED
The sentence has been revised to describe the EMLSR transition delay and deleted the EMLSR padding delay.
TGbe editor to make the changes with the CID tag (#16926) in doc.: IEEE 802.11-23/0437r3
[https://mentor.ieee.org/802.11/dcn/22/11-23-0437-03-00be-lb271-cr-cl35-emlsr-part2.docx]						540			I			3.2						2023-04-19T15:07:22Z			


			16927			Mark RISON			Yes			35.3.17			566			7			T			35.3.17			566.07			"the EMLSR Link Bitmap subfield of
the EML Control field shall contain a different value than the EMLSR Link Bitmap value contained
in a previous EML Operating Mode Notification frame successfully transmitted by the non-AP
MLD." sounds as if you can never go back to a previous config, however old it was			Change "a previous" to "the last"			MAC						TTT members:  Vishnu Ratnam			Resolution approved			Minyoung Park			23/0437r3			V			REVISED
replaced ‘a previous’ with ‘the most recent’

TGbe editor to make the changes with the CID tag (#16927) in doc.: IEEE 802.11-23/0437r3
[https://mentor.ieee.org/802.11/dcn/22/11-23-0437-03-00be-lb271-cr-cl35-emlsr-part2.docx]
						540			I			3.2						2023-04-19T15:07:22Z			


			16928			Mark RISON			Yes			35.3.17			566			12			E			35.3.17			566.12			"The non-AP MLD shall be switched back" should be active			Change to "The non-AP MLD shall switch back".  Ditto at 567.1			MAC						TTT members:  Vishnu Ratnam			Resolution approved			Minyoung Park			23/0572r2			J			REJECTED
The sentence is defining the normative behavior of a non-AP MLD when it is in the listening operation.						549			N									2023-05-17T18:53:29Z			


			16929			Mark RISON			Yes			35.3.17			566			47			E			35.3.17			566.47			"a NDP" should be "an NDP"			As it says in the comment.  Also at 571.55			MAC						TTT members:  Vishnu Ratnam			Resolution approved			Minyoung Park			23/0437r3			A			ACCEPTED						540			I			3.2						2023-04-19T15:07:22Z			


			16930			Mark RISON			Yes			35.3.17			566			52			E			35.3.17			566.52			"requires immediate response" missing article			Add "an" after "requires"			MAC						TTT members:  Vishnu Ratnam			Resolution approved			Minyoung Park			23/0437r3			A			ACCEPTED						540			I			3.2						2023-04-19T15:07:22Z			


			16931			Mark RISON			Yes			35.3.17			567			11			T			35.3.17			567.11			"NOTE 5--A sounding sequence also follows the rules above." is not clear.  I initially read it as "there is a sounding sequence after the rules above"			Change to "NOTE 5--The rules above also apply to a sounding sequence."			MAC						TTT members:  Vishnu Ratnam			Resolution approved			Minyoung Park			23/0437r3			A			ACCEPTED						540			I			3.2						2023-04-19T15:07:22Z			


			16932			Mark RISON			Yes			35.3.17			567			15			T			35.3.17			567.15			"the padding duration of the
Padding field of the initial Control frame" -- the field has a duration not a padding duration			Delete "padding".  Also at 571.12			MAC						TTT members:  Vishnu Ratnam			Resolution approved			Minyoung Park			23/0437r3			V			REVISED
Agree in principle.

TGbe editor to make the changes with the CID tag (#16621) in doc.: IEEE 802.11-23/0437r3
[https://mentor.ieee.org/802.11/dcn/22/11-23-0437-03-00be-lb271-cr-cl35-emlsr-part2.docx]
						540			N						This CID is implemented by CID 16621.			2023-04-19T15:07:22Z			


			16933			Mark RISON			Yes			35.3.17			567			14			T			35.3.17			567.14			It's not clear this is stated normatively anywhere			Delete "NOTE---" and change "ensures" to "shall ensure"			MAC						TTT members:  Vishnu Ratnam			Resolution approved			Minyoung Park			23/0437r3			J			REJECTED
There is the following normative text for each non-AP MLD:
“The AP affiliated with the AP MLD shall set the MAC padding duration of the Padding field of the
initial Control frame to be greater than or equal to the MAC padding duration in the EMLSR Padding Delay subfield.”

Since the AP affiliated with the AP MLD needs to meet this requirement for each non-AP MLD, this eventually makes the AP to transmit the initial Control frame with the maximum of the values indicated in the EMLSR Padding Delay subfield of the Basic Multi-Link element received from the non-AP MLDs with which the frame exchanges are initiated.
						540			N									2023-04-19T15:07:22Z			


			16934			Mark RISON			Yes			35.3.17			567			42			E			35.3.17			567.42			This para seems to duplicate the para at line 27			Delete the para at line 27			MAC						TTT members:  Vishnu Ratnam			Resolution approved			Minyoung Park			23/0437r3			J			REJECTED
The paragraph at line27 is to highlight that the figures shown as examples of EMLSR operation are showing only one link on which the initial Control frame is sent:
“…show the frame exchanges on one link of the EMLSR links namely the link on which the initial control frame is sent.”

The paragraph at Line42 is describing each figure.
						540			N									2023-04-19T15:07:22Z			


			16935			Mark RISON			Yes			35.3.18			569			64			T			35.3.18			569.64			"an initial frame sent by an AP affiliated with an AP MLD in a PPDU whose Nss satisfy the receiving STA's receiving capabilities, followed by frame
exchanges that satisfy the MCS, Nss capabilities in EMLMR mode on the link on which the initial frame
was received." sounds as if the initial PPDU doesn't have the satisfy the STA's MCS capabilities.  Also I think it's NSS or N_SS not Nss			Change to "an initial frame sent by an AP affiliated with an AP MLD in a PPDU whose Nss satisfy the receiving STA's initial receiving capabilities, followed by frame
exchanges that satisfy the full capabilities in EMLMR mode on the link on which the initial frame
was received."			MAC									Resolution approved			Liwen Chu			23/0310r2			J			REJECTED
This CID is discussed on March 29, 2023, in https://mentor.ieee.org/802.11/dcn/23/11-23-0310-02 and the group could not reach consensus on a resolution. 						614			N									2023-07-13T21:18:34Z			


			16936			Mark RISON			Yes			35.3.18			570			20			T			35.3.18			570.20			"A non-AP MLD with dot11EHTEMLMROptionActivated equal to true shall indicate the number of spatial
streams NSS that it supports for reception and transmission on any EMLMR link during EMLMR operation " is not clear.  Is this the initial NSS supported or the NSS after the first frame?			Clarify			MAC									Resolution approved			Liwen Chu			23/0310r5			V			REVISED
Agree in principle. Clarified text to specify that it is the latter one.
TGbe editor to make change in https://mentor.ieee.org/802.11/dcn/23/11-23-0310-05 with CID tag 16936						583			I			4.0						2023-07-15T13:24:18Z			


			16937			Mark RISON			Yes			35.3.18			570			48			E			35.3.18			570.48			"After transmitting Ack solicited" missing article and "frame"			Add "the" before "Ack" and add "frame" after.  Also add "frame" after "Ack" at line 53			MAC									Resolution approved			Liwen Chu			23/0310r2			A			ACCEPTED						538			I			3.2						2023-04-19T15:02:09Z			


			16938			Mark RISON			Yes			35.3.18			570			53			T			35.3.18			570.53			"The AP should send an EML
Operating Mode Notification frame for confirming the mode switch" allows the AP to not confirm			Change to "The AP shall queue for transmission an EML
Operating Mode Notification frame for confirming the mode switch"			MAC									Resolution approved			Liwen Chu			23/0310r2			J			REJECTED
The timeout mechanism in 35.3.18 (Enhanced multi-link multi-radio operation) allows the AP MLD to not send the EML OMN frame.						538			N									2023-04-19T15:02:09Z			


			16939			Mark RISON			Yes			35.3.18			570			59			T			35.3.18			570.59			"successfully receiving" -- you either receive or you don't			Change to "receiving"			MAC									Resolution approved			Liwen Chu			23/0310r2			A			ACCEPTED						538			N						This CID is implemented by CID 15829.			2023-04-19T15:02:09Z			


			16940			Mark RISON			Yes			35.3.18			571			5			E			35.3.18			571.05			"The EMLMR link switching" -- excess article, for once!			Delete "The"			MAC									Resolution approved			Liwen Chu			23/0366r3			A			ACCEPTED						554			I			3.2						2023-05-17T18:59:43Z			


			16941			Mark RISON			Yes			35.3.18			571			6			E			35.3.18			571.06			"the duration of
initial response frame" missing article			Add "the" after "of"			MAC									Resolution approved			Liwen Chu			23/0366r3			A			ACCEPTED						554			I			3.2						2023-05-17T18:59:43Z			


			16942			Mark RISON			Yes			35.3.18			571			16			E			35.3.18			571.16			"The initial frame exchange can be any frame exchange with the requirement the soliciting frame needs to
satisfy the padding requirement, e.g., through Trigger frame padding if the soliciting frame is Trigger frame, through
MPDU Delimiter padding if the soliciting frame is carried in A-MPDU. " -- grammar all over the place			Change to "The initial frame exchange can be any frame exchange as long as the soliciting frame
satisfies the padding requirement, e.g., through Trigger frame padding if the soliciting frame is a Trigger frame, or through
MPDU delimiter padding if the soliciting frame is carried in an A-MPDU. "			MAC									Resolution approved			Liwen Chu			23/0366r3			A			ACCEPTED						554			I			3.2						2023-05-17T18:59:43Z			


			16943			Mark RISON			Yes			35.3.18			571			23			E			35.3.18			571.23			"by EHT Capabilities element" missing article			Add "the" after "by"			MAC									Resolution approved			Liwen Chu			23/0366r3			A			ACCEPTED						554			I			3.2						2023-05-17T18:59:43Z			


			16944			Mark RISON			Yes			35.3.18			571			23			E			35.3.18			571.23			"the latest OM (if exists)" -- OM not defined, and exists not clear either			Change to "the current operating mode (if different)".  Ditto at 572.31			MAC									Resolution approved			Liwen Chu			23/0366r3			V			REVISED
Generally agree with the commenter. 

TGbe editor to make change in https://mentor.ieee.org/802.11/dcn/23/11-23-0366-03 with CID tag 16944
						554			I			3.2						2023-05-17T18:59:43Z			


			16945			Mark RISON			Yes			35.3.18			571			62			T			35.3.18			571.62			"The AP affiliated with the AP MLD should transmit before the TXNAV timer expires" -- it has to do so, else it will need to re-contend			Change "should" to "shall"			MAC									Resolution approved			Liwen Chu			23/0366r3			J			REJECTED
The AP can do the other things, e.g. ending the TXOP without transmiting anything.						554			N									2023-05-17T18:59:43Z			


			16946			Mark RISON			Yes			35.3.18			572			4			E			35.3.18			572.04			"after the initial frame exchange subject to its per-link" missing comma before "subject"			As it says in the comment			MAC									Resolution approved			Liwen Chu			23/0745r1			A			ACCEPTED						572			I			4.0						2023-07-13T16:34:33Z			


			16947			Mark RISON			Yes			35.3.18			572			18			T			35.3.18			572.18			"After the end of the frame exchange sequence, each non-AP STA affiliated with the non-AP MLD in the
EMLMR mode shall be able to transmit or receive PPDU, subject to its per-link spatial stream capabilities
and operating mode defined by EHT Capabilities element, the exchanged Operating Mode Notification
frame, (EHT) OM control and subject to any switching delay indicated by the non-AP MLD." -- obviously after the frame exchange you still are able to tx/rx PPDUs (missing plural), subject to your capabilities			Delete the cited text			MAC									Resolution approved			Liwen Chu			23/0745r1			J			REJECTED
This sentence describes the rule that after the frame exchanges in the first EMLMR link with the RF chains of the other EMLMR links switching to the first EMLMR link, the RF chains switch back to the other links.						572			N									2023-07-11T21:03:44Z			


			16948			Mark RISON			Yes			35.3.18			572			28			E			35.3.18			572.28			"If an EMLMR STA of a non-AP MLD obtains the TXOP and transmits frames, the PPDUs that carries the
frames" -- grammar all over the place			Change to "If an EMLMR STA of a non-AP MLD obtains a TXOP and transmits frames, the PPDUs that carry the
frames"			MAC									Resolution approved			Liwen Chu			23/0745r1			V			REVISED
Generally agree with the commenter.
TGbe editor to make the changes in https://mentor.ieee.org/802.11/dcn/23/11-23-0745-01 with CID tag 16948.						572			I			4.0						2023-07-13T16:34:33Z			


			16949			Mark RISON			Yes			35.3.18			572			29			T			35.3.18			572.29			"subject to the MCS and Nss in EMLMR Supported MCS and Nss Set announced" -- not clear what this means			Change to "are transmitted at an EHT-MCS and NSS indicated as supported in the EMLMR Supported MCS and Nss Set field advertised"			MAC									Resolution approved			Liwen Chu			23/0745r1			A			ACCEPTED						572			I			4.0						2023-07-13T16:34:33Z			


			16950			Mark RISON			Yes												E						0.00			Is it "Nss" or "NSS" or "N_SS"?			Be consistent with majority use in the baseline			Joint									Resolution approved			Zhi Mao			23/1255r1			V			REVISED
Incorporate the changes under CID 15170 in the document 802.11-23/689r2 (https://mentor.ieee.org/802.11/dcn/23/11-23-0689-02-00be-lb271-cr-for-9-4-2-313-4-supported-eht-mcs-and-nss-set-field.docx)
						578			N						This CID is implemented by CID 15170.			2023-07-13T15:46:05Z			


			16951			Mark RISON			Yes			35.3.18			572			35			E			35.3.18			572.35			"does the frame exchanges" is too casual			Change to "performs frame exchanges".  Ditto line 38 "shall not do the frame exchange" -> "shall not initiate a frame exchange" and line 37 "shall not initiate the frame exchanges" -> "shall not initiate a frame exchange"			MAC									Resolution approved			Liwen Chu			23/0745r1			V			REVISED
Generally agree with the commenter.
TGbe editor to make the changes in https://mentor.ieee.org/802.11/dcn/23/11-23-0745-01 with CID tag 16951						572			I			4.0						2023-07-13T16:34:33Z			


			16952			Mark RISON			Yes			35.3.18			572			44			E			35.3.18			572.44			"the QoS Null frame" wrong article			Change to "a QoS Null frame"			MAC									Resolution approved			Liwen Chu			23/0745r1			A			ACCEPTED						572			I			4.0						2023-07-13T16:34:33Z			


			16953			Mark RISON			Yes			35.3.18			572			46			E			35.3.18			572.46			"the QoS Null" should be "the QoS Null frame"			As it says in the comment			MAC									Resolution approved			Liwen Chu			23/0745r1			A			ACCEPTED						572			I			4.0						2023-07-13T16:34:33Z			


			16954			Mark RISON			Yes			35.3.18			572			48			E			35.3.18			572.48			"no more than the
MCS, Nss in EHT Capabilities element" -- there is no "MCS, Nss in EHT Capabilities element".  Also "no more" is not clear			Refer to specific subfields of the EHT Capabilities element and clarify the "no more than" test (ditto at line 47)			MAC									Resolution approved			Liwen Chu			23/0745r1			V			REVISED
Generally agree with the commenter.
TGbe editor to make the changes in https://mentor.ieee.org/802.11/dcn/23/11-23-0745-01 with CID tag 16954						572			I			4.0						2023-07-13T16:34:33Z			


			16955			Mark RISON			Yes			36.3.20.4.3			882			21			T			36.3.20.4.3			882.21			In Table 36-67--Receiver minimum input level sensitivity EHT-MCS 15 is described as BPSK-DCM-DUP but not in Table 36-65--Allowed relative constellation error versus constellation size and coding rate			At 882.21 change "BPSK-DCM" to "BPSK-DCM-DUP"			PHY									Resolution approved			Xiaogang Chen			23/0613r3			V			REVISED
Change “BPSK-DCM-DUP” to “BPSK-DCM” in last row of Table 36-67 and 36-68. 						546			I			3.2						2023-05-17T18:50:58Z			


			16956			Mark RISON			Yes			35.3.19.1			573			23			T			35.3.19.1			573.23			"The NSTR mobile AP MLD is in a mobile device that is typically battery powered" -- this is not a restriction			Change to a NOTE			MAC						TTT members:  Peshal Nayak			Resolution approved			Kaiying Lu			23/0395r3			V			REVISED
TGbe editor to delete the sentence shown in 11-23/0395r3 (https://mentor.ieee.org/802.11/dcn/23/11-23-0359-03) under all headings that include CID 18169 and 16956						552			I			3.2						2023-05-22T18:17:11Z			


			16957			Mark RISON			Yes			35.3.19.1			573			14			T			35.3.19.1			573.14			" Each AP affiliated with an NSTR mobile AP MLD may" -- this is not a restriction			De-bullet-ify			MAC						TTT members:  Peshal Nayak			Resolution approved			Kaiying Lu			23/0395r3			V			REVISED
TGbe editor to make the changes shown in 11-23/0395r3 (https://mentor.ieee.org/802.11/dcn/23/11-23-0359-03) under all headings that include CID 16957						552			I			3.2						2023-05-22T18:17:11Z			


			16958			Mark RISON			Yes			35.3.19.1			573			24			T			35.3.19.1			573.24			"the same rules defined in 35.3.2" -- not clear: same as what?			Delete "same"			MAC						TTT members:  Peshal Nayak			Resolution approved			Kaiying Lu			23/0395r3			A			ACCEPTED						552			I			3.2						2023-05-22T18:17:11Z			


			16959			Mark RISON			Yes			35.3.19.1			573			29			E			35.3.19.1			573.29			"channel switch procedure" missing article			As it says in the comment			MAC						TTT members:  Peshal Nayak			Resolution approved			Kaiying Lu			23/0395r3			V			REVISED
TGbe editor to make the changes shown in 11-23/0395r3 (https://mentor.ieee.org/802.11/dcn/23/11-23-0359-03) under all headings that include CID 16959.						552			I			3.2						2023-05-22T18:17:11Z			


			16960			Mark RISON			Yes			35.3.19.1			573			39			E			35.3.19.1			573.39			"TSF timers" missing article			As it says in the comment. Also at line 41			MAC						TTT members:  Peshal Nayak			Resolution approved			Kaiying Lu			23/0395r3			V			REVISED
TGbe editor to make the changes shown in 11-23/0395r3 (https://mentor.ieee.org/802.11/dcn/23/11-23-0359-03) under all headings that include CID 16960.						552			I			3.2						2023-05-22T18:17:11Z			


			16961			Mark RISON			Yes			35.3.19.1			573			39			T			35.3.19.1			573.39			I'm not sure TSF has timers.  I think maybe the TSF (the function) provides a time(base)			As it says in the comment			MAC						TTT members:  Peshal Nayak			Resolution approved			Kaiying Lu			23/0395r3			J			REJECTED
This term has been used in many texts in D3.0 						552			N									2023-05-22T18:17:11Z			


			16962			Mark RISON			Yes			35.3.19.1			574			22			E			35.3.19.1			574.22			"an MPDU with SRS Control subfield" missing article			As it says in the comment			MAC						TTT members:  Peshal Nayak			Resolution approved			Kaiying Lu			23/0395r3			V			REVISED
TGbe editor to make the changes shown in 11-23/0395r3 (https://mentor.ieee.org/802.11/dcn/23/11-23-0359-03) under all headings that include CID 16962.						552			I			3.2						2023-05-22T18:17:11Z			


			16963			Mark RISON			Yes			35.3.19.1			574			52			E			35.3.19.1			574.52			"shall set to 1" should be "shall be set to 1"			As it says in the comment			MAC						TTT members:  Peshal Nayak			Resolution approved			Kaiying Lu			23/0730r5			J			REJECTED
This CID is discussed on May 12, 2023, in https://mentor.ieee.org/802.11/dcn/23/11-23-0730-02 and the group could not reach consensus on a resolution. The straw poll results are 34 Yes, 35 No, 14 Abstain.						614			N									2023-07-13T21:32:34Z			


			16964			Mark RISON			Yes			35.3.19.3									E			35.3.19.3			0.00			Is it "quieting" or "quietening"?			If "quieting" is valid American then I suppose that's OK			MAC									Resolution approved			Kaiying Lu			23/0730r2			J			REJECTED
Quieting is used in many instances. No need to change.						555			N									2023-05-17T19:01:19Z			


			16965			Mark RISON			Yes			35.3.19.3			575			22			E			35.3.19.3			575.22			"send the Beacon frame" wrong article			Change to "send a Beacon frame"			MAC									Resolution approved			Kaiying Lu			23/0730r2			A			ACCEPTED						555			I			3.2						2023-05-17T19:01:19Z			


			16966			Mark RISON			Yes			35.3.19.3			575			28			E			35.3.19.3			575.28			"in process for switching its
operating channel/class" should be "in the process of switching its
operating channel/class"			As it says in the comment			MAC									Resolution approved			Kaiying Lu			23/0730r3			V			REVISED
TGbe editor to make the changes shown in 11-23/0730r3 (https://mentor.ieee.org/802.11/dcn/23/11-23-0730-03) under all headings that include CID 15888.						579			N						This CID is implemented by CID 15888.			2023-07-13T10:03:04Z			


			16967			Mark RISON			Yes			35.3.20			575			43			T			35.3.20			575.43			This para is the same as the previous para except for multiple v co-hosted			Merge the two paras			MAC									Resolution approved			Abhishek Patil			23/0300r1			V			REVISED
Agree in principle. The two paragraphs are merged together as suggested by the comment.
TGbe editor, please make changes as shown in 11-23/300r1 (https://mentor.ieee.org/802.11/dcn/23/11-23-0300-01) tagged 16967						547			I			3.2						2023-05-17T18:51:55Z			


			16968			Mark RISON			Yes			35.3.20			575			53			E			35.3.20			575.53			"Each AP MLD, that is affiliated with APs belonging to a multiple BSSID
set or a co-hosted BSSID set, shall independently assign a Link ID to each of its affiliated APs." spurious commas			Delete the commas			MAC									Resolution approved			Abhishek Patil			23/0296r3			A			ACCEPTED						533			I			3.1						2023-03-18T18:43:33Z			


			16969			Mark RISON			Yes			35.3.20			576			2			E			35.3.20			576.02			"the AP corresponding
nontransmitted BSSID" should be "the AP corresponding
to the nontransmitted BSSID"			As it says in the comment			MAC									Resolution approved			Abhishek Patil			23/0296r3			A			ACCEPTED						533			I			3.1						2023-03-18T18:43:33Z			


			16970			Mark RISON			Yes			35.3.20			576			15			E			35.3.20			576.15			"include Basic Multi-Link element" missing article			As it says in the comment			MAC									Resolution approved			Abhishek Patil			23/0296r3			V			REVISED
TGbe editor, please add ‘a’ before ‘Basic Multi-Link element’ at the cited location						533			I			3.1						2023-03-18T18:43:33Z			


			16971			Mark RISON			Yes			35.3.20			576			15			E			35.3.20			576.15			"corresponding to the AP MLD, with
which the transmitted BSSID is affiliated with" spurious comma and excess with			Delete the comma and the second "with"			MAC									Resolution approved			Abhishek Patil			23/0296r3			A			ACCEPTED						533			I			3.1						2023-03-18T18:43:33Z			


			16972			Mark RISON			Yes			35.3.20			576			16			T			35.3.20			576.16			"outside the Multiple BSSID element" -- it is not clear what is outside the Multiple BSSID element.  Also line 25			Clarify			MAC									Resolution approved			Abhishek Patil			23/0661r3			V			REVISED
The phrase ‘outside the Multiple BSSID element’ is intended to signify that Basic ML IE is not carried within the Multiple BSSID element. The resolution also fixes a typo (1st letter of element name should be upper case).
TGbe editor, please make changes as shown in 11-23/0661r3 (https://mentor.ieee.org/802.11/dcn/23/11-23-0661-03) tagged 16972						555			I			3.2						2023-05-17T19:01:54Z			


			16973			Mark RISON			Yes			35.3.20			576			17			E			35.3.20			576.17			"carry complete profile" missing article			As it says in the comment			MAC									Resolution approved			Abhishek Patil			23/0296r3			V			REVISED
TGbe editor, please add ‘a’ before ‘complete profile’ at the cited location.						533			I			3.1						2023-03-18T18:43:33Z			


			16974			Mark RISON			Yes			35.3.20			576						E			35.3.20			0.00			Missing articles at lines 25, 29, 34			As it says in the comment			MAC									Resolution approved			Abhishek Patil			23/0296r3			V			REVISED
Added missing articles as stated in the comment.

TGbe editor, please apply shown in 11-23/0296r3 (https://mentor.ieee.org/802.11/dcn/23/11-23-0296-03) tagged 16974.
						533			I			3.1						2023-03-18T18:43:33Z			


			16975			Mark RISON			Yes			35.3.21.1			576			44			T			35.3.21.1			576.44			"When the frames that are exchanged during TDLS discovery or setup do not include a TDLS Multi-Link
element or include a TDLS Multi-Link element containing only the Common Info field carrying only the AP
MLD MAC Address, then the TDLS direct link discovery or setup respectively, is for a single link. A TDLS
non-AP STA affiliated with a non-AP MLD shall only negotiate TDLS over a single link." seems to be saying that this the only option			Change to "The frames that are exchanged during TDLS discovery or setup shall not include a TDLS Multi-Link
element or shall include a TDLS Multi-Link element containing only the Common Info field carrying only the AP
MLD MAC Address.  This enables negotiation of TDLS over a single link."			MAC									Resolution approved			Abhishek Patil			23/0770r4			V			REVISED
Agree in principle. The text in the ‘General’ subclause is reorganized and contents related to establishing single link TDLS (cited text) is moved to the subclause dedicated for single link TDLS. Furthermore, the cited paragraph is modified as suggested by the comment with minor changes for improving readability. Duplicate text in paragraph under section 35.3.21.2 are deleted as part of the resolution.

TGbe editor, please make changes shown in 11-23/0770r4 (https://mentor.ieee.org/802.11/dcn/23/11-23-0770-04) tagged 16975
						592			I			4.0						2023-07-15T15:14:06Z			


			16976			Mark RISON			Yes			35.3.21.2			577			10			T			35.3.21.2			577.10			"For ease of description in the rest of this subclause,
the single link TDLS context is described with respect to a TDLS non-AP STA affiliated with the non-AP
MLD." is not clear. Single-link TDLS is always in the context of a TDLS non-AP STA affiliated with a non-AP MLD, no?			Delete the cited text			MAC									Resolution approved			Abhishek Patil			23/1098r1			J			REJECTED
The affiliated non-AP STA that operates on the TDLS direct link transmits frames with TA set to the non-AP MLD MAC address and process frames receives with the RA set to the non-AP MAC address. This different from the behavior of an affiliated non-AP STA when it communicates with the AP.						596			N									2023-07-13T16:36:00Z			


			16977			Mark RISON			Yes			35.3.21.2			577			18			T			35.3.21.2			577.18			"Frames that traverse the intermediate AP (MLD) are sent or received by a non-AP STA affiliated with a non-
AP MLD. Frames sent over the direct link are sent or received by a TDLS non-AP STA affiliated with the
non-AP MLD." doesn't seem to be stating anything that is obvious and necessary			Delete the cited text			MAC									Resolution approved			Abhishek Patil			23/1098r1			J			REJECTED
The MAC address used by a TDLS non-AP STA is different from the MAC address used by an affiliated non-AP STA that communicates with an affiliated AP. Therefore, the two sentences are needed.						596			N									2023-07-13T16:36:10Z			


			16978			Mark RISON			Yes			35.3.21.2			577			28			T			35.3.21.2			577.28			"may" should be "might"			As it says in the comment			MAC									Resolution approved			Abhishek Patil			23/0770r2			V			REVISED
Note to the commenter:  The cited paragraph and the NOTE 1 are updated as a resolution to CID 16986 in https://mentor.ieee.org/802.11/dcn/23/11-23-0770-02

TGbe editor, please make changes shown in 11-23/0770r2 (https://mentor.ieee.org/802.11/dcn/23/11-23-0770-02) tagged 16986
						582			N						This CID is implemented by CID 16986.			2023-07-13T10:19:50Z			


			16979			Mark RISON			Yes			35.3.21.2			577			32			E			35.3.21.2			577.32			"the link(s) on which the peer STA or non-AP MLD is operating on" -- too many ons			Delete the second "on"			MAC						TTT members:  Pascal Viger, Rubayet Shafin			Resolution approved			Guogang Huang			23/0696r2			V			REVISED
TGbe editor, please apply the changes with the CID tag (#16979) in 11-23/0696r2 (https://mentor.ieee.org/802.11/dcn/23/11-23-0696-02).						549			I			3.2						2023-05-17T18:53:29Z			


			16980			Mark RISON			Yes			35.3.21.2			577			40			E			35.3.21.2			577.40			"the link where the intended peer STA is operating on" should be "the link on which the intended peer STA is operating"			As it says in the comment			MAC						TTT members:  Pascal Viger, Rubayet Shafin			Resolution approved			Guogang Huang			23/0696r2			V			REVISED
Replace “where” with “on which”

TGbe editor, please apply the changes with the CID tag (#16980) in 11-23/0696r2 (https://mentor.ieee.org/802.11/dcn/23/11-23-0696-02)
						549			I			3.2						2023-05-17T18:53:29Z			


			16981			Mark RISON			Yes			35.3.21.2			577			42			T			35.3.21.2			577.42			"When attempting to establish a TDLS direct link over a single link, a TDLS non-AP STA affiliated with a
non-AP MLD shall include a TDLS Multi-Link element containing only the Common Info field carrying
only the AP MLD MAC Address field" -- the first para of 35.3.21.1 allows the absence of a TDLS Multi-Link element			Resolve the contradiction.  Ditto para at line 59			MAC									Resolution approved			Abhishek Patil			23/0770r4			V			REVISED
Agree in principle. The cited paragraph in 35.3.21.1 is moved to 35.3.21.2 and duplicate text in paragraph under section 35.3.21.2 are deleted as part of the resolution for CID 16975.
TGbe editor, please make changes shown in 11-23/0770r4 (https://mentor.ieee.org/802.11/dcn/23/11-23-0770-04) tagged 16975						592			N						This CID is implemented by CID 16975.			2023-07-13T16:23:04Z			


			16982			Mark RISON			Yes			35.3.21.2			577			53			E			35.3.21.2			577.53			"After TDLS peer is successfully discovered" missing article			As it says in the comment			MAC						TTT members:  Pascal Viger, Rubayet Shafin			Resolution approved			Guogang Huang			23/0696r2			A			ACCEPTED						549			I			3.2						2023-05-17T18:53:29Z			


			16983			Mark RISON			Yes			35.3.21.2			578			5			E			35.3.21.2			578.05			"the frame carries TDLS Multi-
Link element" missing article. Also line 11			As it says in the comment			MAC						TTT members:  Pascal Viger, Rubayet Shafin			Resolution approved			Guogang Huang			23/0696r2			V			REVISED
Add an article “the” before “TDLS Multi-
Link element”
TGbe editor, please apply the changes with the CID tag (#16983) in 11-23/0696r2 (https://mentor.ieee.org/802.11/dcn/23/11-23-0696-02)						549			I			3.2						2023-05-17T18:53:29Z			


			16984			Mark RISON			Yes			35.3.21.2			578			17			E			35.3.21.2			578.17			"When at least one of the
STAs that are involved in a single link TDLS setup, does not include TDLS Multi-Link element, in the
frames exchanged during TDLS setup phase, the STAs shall derive the TPK as defined in Equation (12-1)." spurious commas and missing article			Delete the commas and add the missing article			MAC						TTT members:  Pascal Viger, Rubayet Shafin			Resolution approved			Guogang Huang			23/0696r2			V			REVISED
Agree with the comment. Delete the commas and add an article “the” before “TDLS Multi-
Link element”
TGbe editor, please apply the changes with the CID tag (#16984) in 11-23/0696r2 (https://mentor.ieee.org/802.11/dcn/23/11-23-0696-02)						549			I			3.2						2023-05-17T18:53:29Z			


			16985			Mark RISON			Yes			35.3.21.2			578			52			E			35.3.21.2			578.52			"of Link Identifier element" missing article			As it says in the comment			MAC						TTT members:  Pascal Viger, Rubayet Shafin			Resolution approved			Guogang Huang			23/0696r2			A			ACCEPTED						549			I			3.2						2023-05-17T18:53:29Z			


			16986			Mark RISON			Yes			35.3.21.2			579			25			T			35.3.21.2			579.25			The figure seems to be showing the AP looking into the TDLS Discovery Request frames and (a) relabelling the SA and (b) only forwarding one of the two.  So this is no longer Tunnelled DLS, i.e. it's not transparent to the AP.  Since there is no indication this is optional, all MLD APs will have to support this			Add a NOTE to clarify that MLO TDLS is not transparent to the AP and requires AP intervention			MAC									Resolution approved			Abhishek Patil			23/0770r2			V			REVISED
The basic property of TDLS is not violated by MLO (or TGbe). TDLS discovery/setup is transparent to the intermediate (associated) AP/AP MLD. TDLS Discovery/Setup frames that traverse the AP device are Data frames (see table 11-14a in D3.2) and the intermediate AP device when relaying the frame to the intended destination non-AP sets the A3 field to the MAC address of the source (i.e., A3 is set to SA). This is explained in NOTE 1. In addition, the figures in Annex AF.10 are updated to clarify that the dotted arrows represent alternative path that the frame could have taken (this is due to property of MLO – i.e., a Data frame can be transmitted on any enabled link between the non-AP MLD and its associated AP MLD).
TGbe editor, please make changes shown in 11-23/0770r2 (https://mentor.ieee.org/802.11/dcn/23/11-23-0770-02) tagged 16986						582			I			4.0						2023-07-13T16:34:33Z			


			16987			Mark RISON			Yes			35.3.21.2			578			38			E			35.3.21.2			578.38			"In the example," -- there are two examples			Change to "In the examples,"			MAC						TTT members:  Pascal Viger, Rubayet Shafin			Resolution approved			Guogang Huang			23/0696r2			A			ACCEPTED						549			I			3.2						2023-05-17T18:53:29Z			


			16988			Mark RISON			Yes			35.3.21.2			578						T			35.3.21.2			0.00			These examples are confusing.  It seems as if what actually happens is that both STAs send two Discovery Reqs (with different LI elements), i.e. a total of 4 Discovery Reqs arrive at the AP, and the AP forwards 2 of them, and then the peer STA discards 1 of them?			Clarify			MAC									Resolution approved			Abhishek Patil			23/0770r2			V			REVISED
The figure is depicting possible path that the Data frame may take (due to the nature of MLO). The figures in Annex AF.10 are updated to clarify that the dotted arrows represent alternative path that the frame could have taken (this is due to property of MLO – i.e., a Data frame can be transmitted on any enabled link between the non-AP MLD and its associated AP MLD).
TGbe editor, please make changes shown in 11-23/0770r2 (https://mentor.ieee.org/802.11/dcn/23/11-23-0770-02) tagged 16986						582			N						This CID is implemented by CID 16986.			2023-07-13T10:19:50Z			


			16989			Mark RISON			Yes			35.3.21.2			580			25			T			35.3.21.2			580.25			The figure has some spurious underlining for the LI elements, and also fails to give all three subfields of the LI elements (cf. previous 2 figures)			As it says in the comment			MAC									Resolution approved			Abhishek Patil			23/0770r1			V			REVISED
The underline within the LI element is to highlight the value carried in the BSSID field. The figures in Annex AF.10 are updated to show the other fields of the LI element.
TGbe editor, please make changes shown in 11-23/0770r1 (https://mentor.ieee.org/802.11/dcn/23/11-23-0770-01) tagged 16989						577			I			4.0						2023-07-15T13:43:13Z			


			16990			Mark RISON			Yes			35.3.22			582			58			E			35.3.22			582.58			"affiliated with the AP MLD, with which the STA is associated" -- spurious comma			Delete the comma			MAC									Resolution approved			Rojan Chitrakar			23/0343r1			A			ACCEPTED						530			I			3.1						2023-03-17T11:24:21Z			


			16991			Mark RISON			Yes			35.3.23			584			4			E			35.3.23			584.04			"BSS Transition Management Query/Request or Response frame" should be "BSS Transition Management Query, Request or Response frame"			As it says in the comment			MAC									Resolution approved			Laurent Cariou			23/0791r1			A			ACCEPTED						560			I			3.2						2023-05-18T20:58:40Z			


			16992			Mark RISON			Yes			35.3.23			584			35			E			35.3.23			584.35			"If multiple Neighbor Report ..." doesn't work to follow "it shall:"			As it says in the comment			MAC									Resolution approved			Laurent Cariou			23/0791r1			V			REVISED
Agree with the commenter. Apply the changes marked as #16992 in https://mentor.ieee.org/802.11/dcn/23/11-23-0791-01						560			I			3.2						2023-05-18T20:58:40Z			


			16993			Mark RISON			Yes			35.3.24.1			585			5			E			35.3.24.1			585.05			"An EHT TWT STA shall follow the rules as described in 26.8" should be "An EHT TWT STA shall follow the rules described in 26.8"			As it says in the comment			MAC									Resolution approved			Ming Gan			23/0386r1			A			ACCEPTED						536			I			3.1						2023-03-22T18:19:04Z			


			16994			Mark RISON			Yes			35.3.24.2			585			20			E			35.3.24.2			585.20			"he STA affiliated with the same MLD, which is operating on
the indicated link" should be "he STA affiliated with the same MLD that is operating on
the indicated link"			As it says in the comment			MAC									Resolution approved			Ming Gan			23/0386r1			A			ACCEPTED						536			I			3.1						2023-03-22T18:19:04Z			


			16995			Mark RISON			Yes			35.3.24.2			585			24			T			35.3.24.2			585.24			"A TWT responding STA affiliated with a peer MLD that receives a TWT request that contains a
Link ID Bitmap subfield in a TWT element shall respond with a TWT response that indicates the
link(s) in the Link ID Bitmap field of a TWT element. The link(s), if present, in the TWT element
carried in the TWT response, shall be the same as the link(s) indicated in the TWT element of the
soliciting TWT request." is not clear and is inconsistent			Change to "A TWT responding STA affiliated with a peer MLD that receives a TWT request that contains a
Link ID Bitmap subfield in a TWT element shall respond with a TWT response that indicates the
same link(s) in the Link ID Bitmap subfield in a TWT element."			MAC									Resolution approved			Ming Gan			23/1057r2			J			REJECTED
This CID is discussed on July 7, 2023, in https://mentor.ieee.org/802.11/dcn/23/11-23-1057-02 and the group could not reach consensus on a resolution. 						614			N									2023-07-13T21:19:32Z			


			16996			Mark RISON			Yes			35.3.24.2			585			39			E			35.3.24.2			585.39			"to setup TWT agreement" missing article			As it says in the comment			MAC									Resolution approved			Ming Gan			23/0386r1			A			ACCEPTED						536			I			3.1						2023-03-22T18:19:32Z			


			16997			Mark RISON			Yes			35.3.24.2			585			62			E			35.3.24.2			585.62			"AP 1 operates on 2.4 GHz band, AP 2 operates on
5 GHz band, and AP 3 operates on 6 GHz band." missing articles			As it says in the comment			MAC									Resolution approved			Ming Gan			23/0386r1			V			REVISED
Agree. Apply the changes marked as #16997 in https://mentor.ieee.org/802.11/dcn/23/11-23-0386-01						536			I			3.1						2023-03-22T18:19:32Z			


			16998			Mark RISON			Yes			35.3.24.2			585			16			E			35.3.24.2			585.16			"Between an AP MLD and a non-AP MLD associated with the AP MLD, if an individually addressed TWT
information frame for individual TWT, which is intended for one STA affiliated with the associated MLD
with a setup link, is transmitted to another STA affiliated with the associated MLD with a setup link and an
acknowledgement in response to the TWT information frame is received, then the STA" should be "Between an AP MLD and a non-AP MLD associated with the AP MLD, if an individually addressed TWT
information frame for individual TWT that is intended for one STA affiliated with the associated MLD
with a setup link is transmitted to another STA affiliated with the associated MLD with a setup link and an
acknowledgement in response to the TWT information frame is received, the STA"			As it says in the comment.  Ditto for paras at line 27 and 39 and 47			MAC									Resolution approved			Ming Gan			23/1057r2			V			REVISED
Agree with the comment in principle. Apply the changes marked as #16998 in https://mentor.ieee.org/802.11/dcn/23/11-23-1057-02						574			I			4.0						2023-07-13T16:34:33Z			


			16999			Mark RISON			Yes			35.3.24			586						E			35.3.24			0.00			"TWT information frame" should be "TWT Information frame"			Change throughout this page			MAC									Resolution approved			Ming Gan			23/0386r1			A			ACCEPTED						536			N						This CID is implemented by CID 15484.			2023-03-22T18:27:17Z			


			17000			Mark RISON			Yes			35.3.24.4			586			40			E			35.3.24.4			586.40			"affiliated with the MLD" should be "affiliated with the associated MLD"			Change throughout this page			MAC									Resolution approved			Po-Kai Huang			23/0289r2			V			REVISED
The first paragraph is for receiver behavior of either MLD and the second paragraph is for transmitter beahvior of either MLD. We revise to clarify the confusion.

TGbe editor to make the changes shown in 11-23/0289r2 (https://mentor.ieee.org/802.11/dcn/23/11-23-0289-02) under all headings that include CID 17000
						526			I			3.1						2023-03-17T11:16:11Z			


			17001			Mark RISON			Yes			35.4.1			587			13			T			35.4.1			587.13			"an HE TB PPDU generated by at least one non-EHT HE
STA" -- how can an HE TB PPDU be generated by more than one STA?			Change to "an HE TB PPDU generated by an non-EHT HE
STA"			MAC									Resolution approved			Liwen Chu			23/0753r2			V			REVISED
Change “an HE TB PPDU generated by at least one non-EHT HE STA” to “an HE TB PPDU generated by a non-EHT HE
STA”						550			I			3.2						2023-05-17T18:55:07Z			


			17002			Mark RISON			Yes			35.4.1			587			29			T			35.4.1			587.29			"An EHT STA that transmits a Multi-TID BlockAckReq frame in an EHT TB PPDU may set each of the TID
Value subfields in the Per TID Info subfields of the BAR Information field of the Multi-TID BlockAckReq
frame to a TID that corresponds to any AC." -- isn't this aleady the case in the baseline for HE STAs?			Delete the cited text. Ditto next para			MAC									Resolution approved			Liwen Chu			23/0753r2			J			REJECTED
The cited text by the commenter is related to the frame being carried in EHT TB PPDU and is not covered by 11ax rules.						550			N									2023-05-17T18:55:07Z			


			17003			Mark RISON			Yes			35.4.1			587			38			T			35.4.1			587.38			"the same rules as an HE
STA that responds to an HE SU PPDU or HE ER SU PPDU with an SU PPDU as defined in
26.4.4.4 (Responding to an HE MU PPDU, HE SU PPDU, or HE ER SU PPDU with an HE TB PPDU)" -- the cited subclause is notabout responding with an SU PPDU!			Fix the xref.  Ditto line 51			MAC									Resolution approved			Liwen Chu			23/0753r2			V			REVISED
Generally agree with the commenter.


TGbe editor to make changes in https://mentor.ieee.org/802.11/dcn/23/11-23-0753-02 with CID tag 17003
						550			I			3.2						2023-05-17T18:55:07Z			


			17004			Mark RISON			Yes			35.4.2			588			15			E			35.4.2			588.15			"The BA agreement setup" should be "A BA agreement that is set up"			As it says in the comment			MAC									Resolution approved			Liwen Chu			23/0308r1			A			ACCEPTED						538			N						This CID is implemented by CID 17005.			2023-04-19T15:04:09Z			


			17005			Mark RISON			Yes			35.4.2			588			15			E			35.4.2			588.15			"The BA agreement setup between two EHT STAs where at least one of them is not affiliated with the MLD
follows the procedure defined in 10.25 (Block acknowledgment (block ack)) and the following procedure:
-- When a block ack agreement is established between two EHT STAs where at least one of them is not
affiliated with the MLD, the originator may change the size of its transmission window (WinSizeO)
so that the transmit window meets the following conditions:
* Is not greater than the buffer size indicated in the ADDBA Response frame.
* Is not greater than 1024 if the sender and receiver of the ADDBA Response frame are the EHT
STAs." -- the introductory sentence already makes both STAs EHT STAs			Change to "A BA agreement that is set up between two EHT STAs where at least one of them is not affiliated with an MLD
follows the procedure defined in 10.25 (Block acknowledgment (block ack)) and the following procedure:
-- When at least one of the STAs is not
affiliated with the MLD, the originator may change the size of its transmission window (WinSizeO)
so that the transmit window meets the following conditions:
* Is not greater than the buffer size indicated in the ADDBA Response frame.
* Is not greater than 1024."  At line 31 change "The transmission window is not greater than 1024 if the sender and the receiver of the ADDBA
Response frame are EHT STAs." to "The transmission window is not greater than 1024."			MAC									Resolution approved			Liwen Chu			23/0308r1			V			REVISED
Make changes in https://mentor.ieee.org/802.11/dcn/23/11-23-0308-01 with CID 17005						538			I			3.2						2023-04-19T15:04:09Z			


			17006			Mark RISON			Yes			35.5.2.1			590			20			E			35.5.2.1			590.20			"which" should be "that"			As it says in the comment			MAC									Resolution approved			Yanjun Sun			23/0306r2			V			REVISED
Agree in principle with the com-ment. Accounted for the suggested change and included some revision for better readability.
TGbe editor: please implement changes as shown in 11-23/306r2 (https://mentor.ieee.org/802.11/dcn/23/11-23-0306-02) tagged 17006.						555			I			3.2						2023-05-18T20:53:06Z			


			17007			Mark RISON			Yes			35.5.2.1			590			29			E			35.5.2.1			590.29			"Duplicate" should be "duplicate"			As it says in the comment.  Also at line 33			MAC									Resolution approved			Yanjun Sun			23/0306r2			A			ACCEPTED						555			I			3.2						2023-05-18T20:53:06Z			


			17008			Mark RISON			Yes			35.5.2.1			591			5			E			35.5.2.1			591.05			"using EHT TB PPDU " missing article			As it says in the comment			MAC									Resolution approved			Yanjun Sun			23/0306r2			A			ACCEPTED						555			I			3.2						2023-05-18T20:53:06Z			


			17009			Mark RISON			Yes			35.5.2.1			592			2			E			35.5.2.1			592.02			"using the non-HT or non-HT duplicate PPDU" should be "in a non-HT or non-HT duplicate PPDU"			As it says in the comment.  Ditto at line 25			MAC									Resolution approved			Yanjun Sun			23/0306r2			V			REVISED
Agree in principle with the com-ment. Accounted for the suggested change.

TGbe editor: please implement changes as shown in 11-23/306r2 (https://mentor.ieee.org/802.11/dcn/23/11-23-0306-02) tagged 17009.
						555			I			3.2						2023-05-18T20:53:06Z			


			17010			Mark RISON			Yes			35									E			35			0.00			Why is it EMLSR padding delay but EMLMR delay?			Change EMLMR delay to EMLMR padding delay throughout, ignoring case and underscore/space			MAC									Resolution approved			Minyoung Park			23/0662r4			J			REJECTED
This CID is discussed on May 12, 2023, in https://mentor.ieee.org/802.11/dcn/23/11-23-0662-04 and the group could not reach consensus on a resolution.						585			N									2023-07-13T16:08:03Z			


			17011			Mark RISON			Yes			35.5.2.1			592			12			E			35.5.2.1			592.12			The "where" should be at the end of the previous para, not all by itself			As it says in the comment			MAC									Resolution approved			Yanjun Sun			23/0306r2			A			ACCEPTED						555			I			3.2						2023-05-18T20:53:06Z			


			17012			Mark RISON			Yes			35.5.2.1			592			18			T			35.5.2.1			592.18			"if the EMLSR padding delay is not updated in an EML Operating Mode
Notification frame, or an updated EMLSR padding delay included in the EMLSR Parameter
Update field of an EML Operating Mode Notification frame" -- why would EMLMR be affected by the EMLSR Parameter
Update field?			Delete the cited text			MAC									Resolution approved			Yanjun Sun			23/0306r2			A			ACCEPTED						555			I			3.2						2023-05-18T20:53:06Z			


			17013			Mark RISON			Yes			35.5.2.1			592			26			E			35.5.2.1			592.26			"for HT PPDU, VHT PPDU, HE PPDU, or EHT PPDU" missing article			As it says in the comment			MAC									Resolution approved			Yanjun Sun			23/0306r2			A			ACCEPTED						555			I			3.2						2023-05-18T20:53:06Z			


			17014			Mark RISON			Yes			35.5.2.1			592			37			T			35.5.2.1			592.37			"The MSB of the Disregard In
U-SIG-2 subfield is implementation specific and should be set to 0." -- there is no apparent reason to make this msb implementation-specific			Delete the cited text and delete "the four LSBs of " in the previous sentence			MAC									Resolution approved			Yanjun Sun			23/0306r2			V			REVISED
The current text is correct in that these bits are not being used for anything and as such are set to 1 (the 4 LSBs) so that the opposite value can be used in the future, while the MSB can be used for implementation specific reasons which are out of scope of the standard. Specifying them in the standard raises awareness of these particular settings.
However, there are cases that the MSB has to be set to certain values and the text have been revised to clarify the behavior.
TGbe editor: please implement changes as shown in 11-23/306r2 (https://mentor.ieee.org/802.11/dcn/23/11-23-0306-02) tagged 15252,						555			N						This CID is implemented by CID 15252.			2023-05-18T20:53:06Z			


			17015			Mark RISON			Yes			35.5.2.1			592			42			E			35.5.2.1			592.42			"The EHT AP" should be "An EHT AP"			As it says in the comment			MAC									Resolution approved			Yanjun Sun			23/0306r2			A			ACCEPTED						555			I			3.2						2023-05-18T20:53:06Z			


			17016			Mark RISON			Yes			9.3.1.22.3									E			9.3.1.22.3			0.00			Spurious ) in caption			Delete )			Joint						TTT members:  Hanqing Lou			Resolution approved			Yanjun Sun			23/0969r1			A			ACCEPTED						567			N						This CID is implemented by CID 17903.			2023-06-20T16:12:08Z			


			17017			Mark RISON			Yes			35									E			35			0.00			"shall set the value of" should be "shall set" (5x)			As it says in the comment			MAC									Resolution approved			EDITOR			23/1009r0			A			ACCEPTED
Note to the Editor:  In D3.2, the locations are 612.18, 612.20, 638.30, 643.52, and 654.6.
 
						570			I			4.0						2023-07-13T16:34:33Z			


			17018			Mark RISON			Yes			35.5.2.1			593			4			E			35.5.2.1			593.04			"The AP affiliated with an AP MLD and operating on a link shall not set an ACI value in the Preferred AC
subfield in the Trigger Dependent User Info field of the User Info field of a Basic Trigger frame for a non-
AP STA that is affiliated with a non-AP MLD if no TID that corresponds to this ACI is mapped to the link
for the non-AP MLD by the TID-to-link mapping (see 35.3.7 (Link management)). " is confusing because you can't avoid setting that field			"The AP affiliated with an AP MLD and operating on a link shall not set the Preferred AC
subfield in the Trigger Dependent User Info field of the User Info field of a Basic Trigger frame for a non-
AP STA that is affiliated with a non-AP MLD to an ACI for which no corresponding TID is mapped to the link
for the non-AP MLD by the TID-to-link mapping (see 35.3.7 (Link management)). "			MAC									Resolution approved			Yanjun Sun			23/0306r2			A			ACCEPTED						555			I			3.2						2023-05-18T20:53:06Z			


			17019			Mark RISON			Yes			35.5.2.3.1			593			28			E			35.5.2.3.1			593.28			"TB PPDU)where" missing space after )			As it says in the comment			MAC									Resolution approved			Yanjun Sun			23/0306r2			A			ACCEPTED						555			I			3.2						2023-05-18T20:53:06Z			


			17020			Mark RISON			Yes			35.5.2.3.1			593			31			T			35.5.2.3.1			593.31			"addressed to a non-AP STA" -- well, obviously			Delete the cited text			MAC									Resolution approved			Yanjun Sun			23/0306r2			J			REJECTED
This CID is discussed on May 15, 2023, in https://mentor.ieee.org/802.11/dcn/23/11-23-0306-02 and the group could not reach consensus on a resolution.
						585			N									2023-07-13T16:10:09Z			


			17021			Mark RISON			Yes			35.5.2.3.1			593			22			T			35.5.2.3.1			593.22			"The User Info field is an
HE variant addressed to a non-AP STA if the B39 of the User Info field is set to 0 and the B54 of Common
Info field is set to 1 in the Trigger frame; otherwise, it is an EHT variant." contradicts Table 9-45c--Valid combinations of B54 and B55 in the Common Info field, B39 in the User
Info field, and solicited TB PPDU format: if B39 and B54 are both 0 then it's also an HE variant			Delete the cited text and DO NOT DUPLICATE INFORMATION BECAUSE THIS LEADS TO SPEC ROT			MAC									Resolution approved			Yanjun Sun			23/0306r2			J			REJECTED
This CID is discussed on May 15, 2023, in https://mentor.ieee.org/802.11/dcn/23/11-23-0306-02 and the group could not reach consensus on a resolution.
						585			N									2023-07-13T16:10:09Z			


			17022			Mark RISON			Yes			35.5.2.3.1			593			34			T			35.5.2.3.1			593.34			"If a non-AP EHT STA receives an EHT variant User Info field in a Trigger frame that is not MU-RTS
Trigger frame in which the AID12 subfield matches its AID, then the STA shall respond with an EHT TB
PPDU. If a non-AP EHT STA receives an HE variant User Info field in a Trigger frame that is not MU-RTS
Trigger frame in which the AID12 subfield matches its AID, then the STA shall respond with an HE TB
PPDU." precedence confusing			Change to "If a non-AP EHT STA receives an EHT variant User Info field in a Trigger frame in which the AID12 subfield matches its AID, then if the Trigger frame is not MU-RTS
Trigger frame, the STA shall respond with an EHT TB
PPDU. If a non-AP EHT STA receives an HE variant User Info field in a Trigger frame in which the AID12 subfield matches its AID, then if  the Trigger frame is not MU-RTS
Trigger frame, the STA shall respond with an HE TB
PPDU."			MAC									Resolution approved			Yanjun Sun			23/0306r2			V			REVISED
Agree in principle with the com-ment. Accounted for the suggested change and included some minor editorial improvements.

TGbe editor: please implement changes as shown in 11-23/306r2 (https://mentor.ieee.org/802.11/dcn/23/11-23-0306-02) tagged 17022.
						555			I			3.2						2023-05-18T20:53:06Z			


			17023			Mark RISON			Yes			35.5.2.3.1			593			47			T			35.5.2.3.1			593.47			"A non-AP EHT STA shall not send an EHT TB PPDU unless it is explicitly triggered by an AP in the
operation modes described in 35.5.2.3.2 (TXVECTOR parameters for EHT TB PPDU response to Trigger
frame)." -- well obviously you don't tx TB unless you're triggered to do so			Delete the cited text			MAC									Resolution approved			Yanjun Sun			23/0306r2			J			REJECTED
The comment fails to identify a technical issue. This statement forbids STAs from sending TB PPDUs without being solicited for such PPDU and similar text exists in baseline spec for HE. 						555			N									2023-05-18T20:53:06Z			


			17024			Mark RISON			Yes			35.5.2.3.1			593			52			T			35.5.2.3.1			593.52			"A non-AP EHT STA shall not send an HE TB PPDU on the secondary 160 MHz." -- the non-AP STA just does what it's told in the Trigger frame, so this should be an EHT AP requirement			Delete the cited text			MAC									Resolution approved			Yanjun Sun			23/0306r2			V			REVISED
Agree in principle with the com-ment. Converted to a NOTE.

TGbe editor: please implement changes as shown in 11-23/306r2 (https://mentor.ieee.org/802.11/dcn/23/11-23-0306-02) tagged 17024.
						555			I			3.2						2023-05-18T20:53:06Z			


			17025			Mark RISON			Yes			35.5.2.3.2			594			11			T			35.5.2.3.2			594.11			"the EHT variant User Info field" -- it's necessarily EHT variant			Delete "EHT variant".  Ditto at line 14			MAC									Resolution approved			Yanjun Sun			23/0969r1			J			REJECTED
As this subclause is about EHT TB PPDU as a response, the corresponding User Info field has to be an EHT variant.						567			N									2023-06-20T16:12:08Z			


			17026			Mark RISON			Yes			35.5.2.3.2			594						T			35.5.2.3.2			0.00			"of the Trigger frame"/"of the eliciting Trigger frame" -- either say everywhere or nowhere			Delete at lines 8, 14, 17, 24			MAC									Resolution approved			Yanjun Sun			23/0969r1			A			ACCEPTED
Note to the Editor: Apply the suggested changes to the spec text at D3.0P594  as shown in doc 11-23/0969r1 tagged as #17026						567			I			4.0						2023-07-13T16:34:33Z			


			17027			Mark RISON			Yes			35.5.2.3.3			594			42			T			35.5.2.3.3			594.42			"The FORMAT parameter is set to EHT_TB if the RXVECTOR parameter FORMAT of the PPDU
carrying the frame with the TRS Control subfield is equal to EHT_MU." -- and if the incoming format is not EHT_MU?			Change to "The FORMAT parameter is set to EHT_TB."			MAC									Resolution approved			Yuchen Guo			23/0443r1			J			REJECTED
During the previous discussion, the group agrees to use the format of the soliciting PPDU to deter-mine the format of the TB PPDU. The TRS in the EHT MU PPDU solicits the EHT TB PPDU, and the TRS in HE PPDUs (including HE MU PPDU, HE SU PPDU and HE ER SU PPDU) solicits the HE TB PPDU.						538			N									2023-04-19T15:03:23Z			


			17028			Mark RISON			Yes			35.5.2.3.3			594			58			T			35.5.2.3.3			594.58			"soliciting DL EHT PPDU" -- by definition the soliciting is DL			Delete "DL".  Ditto at line 62			MAC									Resolution approved			Yuchen Guo			23/0443r1			V			REVISED
Agree in principle with the commenter.
TGbe Editor:
Please implement the changes in https://mentor.ieee.org/802.11/dcn/23/11-23-0443-01 tagged as #17028						538			I			3.2						2023-04-19T15:03:23Z			


			17029			Mark RISON			Yes			35.5.2.2.4			596			1			T			35.5.2.2.4			596.01			"shall not respond with a TB PPDU to the Trigger frame" -- but it can respond with something else?  I suspect not			Delete "with a TB PPDU"			MAC									Resolution approved			Yuchen Guo			23/0376r3			A			ACCEPTED						534			I			3.1						2023-03-19T18:11:35Z			


			17030			Mark RISON			Yes			35.5.2.2.4			596			1			T			35.5.2.2.4			596.01			"If B39 is equal to 1, then the non-AP EHT STA
shall not respond with an EHT TB PPDU unless the bandwidth for the solicited EHT TB PPDU is specified
as 320 MHz in the Trigger frame." -- it is not clear if this supersedes the "shall not respond" in the previous sentence			Change to "Otherwise, if B39 is equal to 1, then the non-AP EHT STA
shall not respond with an EHT TB PPDU unless the bandwidth for the solicited EHT TB PPDU is specified
as 320 MHz in the Trigger frame."			MAC									Resolution approved			Yuchen Guo			23/0376r3			J			REJECTED
Even without the “Otherwise”, the following sentence is correct.						534			N									2023-03-19T18:11:35Z			


			17031			Mark RISON			Yes			35.5.2.2.4			596			14			T			35.5.2.2.4			596.14			"Specifically, if the CS Required subfield in a Trigger frame is 1, then the non-AP STA shall consider the
status of the CCA (using energy detect defined in 36.3.21.6.4 (Per 20 MHz CCA sensitivity) and the virtual
carrier sense (NAV))" but then the rest of the para does not cover the NAV			Change to "Specifically, if the CS Required subfield in a Trigger frame is 1, then the non-AP STA shall consider the
status of the CCA (using energy detect defined in 36.3.21.6.4 (Per 20 MHz CCA sensitivity) only)"			MAC									Resolution approved			Yuchen Guo			23/0376r3			V			REVISED
Agree in principle with the comment, but the proposed change is not correct.
TGbe Editor – please implement the changes in https://mentor.ieee.org/802.11/dcn/23/11-23-0376-03 tagged as #17031						534			I			3.1						2023-03-19T18:11:35Z			


			17032			Mark RISON			Yes			35.5.3			596			27			T			35.5.3			596.27			The way this is written suggests the requirements are for an EHT non-AP STA only, but the term "EHT STA" used also covers APs, and dot11TwoBQRsOptionImplemented is not marked as non-AP STA-only			Change "EHT STA" to "EHT non-AP STA" throughput (or maybe it's "non-AP EHT STA"?)			MAC									Resolution approved			Yunbo Li			23/0373r1			J			REJECTED
This CID is discussed on May 16, 2023, in https://mentor.ieee.org/802.11/dcn/23/11-23-0373-01 and the group could not reach consensus on a resolution. 						614			N									2023-07-13T21:22:41Z			


			17033			Mark RISON			Yes			35.6			596			57			T			35.6			596.57			"An EHT STA that sends a Class 1 frame or a Class 2 frame in an EHT PPDU shall send the frame as an S-
MPDU (see Table 9-534 (A-MPDU contents in the S-MPDU context))." -- why does this need to be stated.  It's probably true for non-EHT STAs, and if it isn't then why does EHT have to have the new rule?			Delete the cited text			MAC									Resolution approved			SunHee Baek			23/1069r0			J			REJECTED
This CID is discussed on July 6, 2023, in https://mentor.ieee.org/802.11/dcn/23/11-23-1069-00 and the group could not reach consensus on a resolution. 						614			N									2023-07-13T21:33:50Z			


			17034			Mark RISON			Yes			35.6			596			60			T			35.6			596.60			"An EHT STA shall not transmit an A-MPDU in an EHT PPDU to a STA that exceeds the maximum A-
MPDU length capability indicated in the EHT Capabilities element, HE Capabilities element, VHT
Capabilities element, and HT Capabilities element received from the recipient STA." -- the VHT Capabilities element won't be present in the 2G4 band			Change to "An EHT STA shall not transmit an A-MPDU in an EHT PPDU to a STA that exceeds the maximum A-
MPDU length capability indicated in the EHT Capabilities element, HE Capabilities element, VHT
Capabilities element (if present), and HT Capabilities element received from the recipient STA."			MAC									Resolution approved			SunHee Baek			23/1070r0			A			ACCEPTED
Note to commenter: I suggest to request to add same texts in P3890L28 (26.6.1) of REVme D3.0, which has same format with this sentence of 35.6.						572			I			4.0						2023-07-13T16:34:33Z			


			17035			Mark RISON			Yes			35.6			596			60			T			35.6			596.60			"An EHT STA shall not transmit an A-MPDU in an EHT PPDU to a STA that exceeds the maximum A-
MPDU length capability indicated in the EHT Capabilities element, HE Capabilities element, VHT
Capabilities element, and HT Capabilities element received from the recipient STA." -- this unnecessarily restricts the maximum to the element with the smallest range (HT)			Restrict the rule to the PPDU type (max in HT cap for HT PPDU, etc.)			MAC									Resolution approved			SunHee Baek			23/1069r0			J			REJECTED
The A-MPDU length limit rules for HT PPDU are already defined in P1872L40 (10.12.2) of REVme D3.0.						572			N									2023-07-11T21:03:01Z			


			17036			Mark RISON			Yes			35.6			597			3			T			35.6			597.03			"The maximum A-MPDU length capability is derived from the Maximum A-MPDU
Length Exponent Extension subfield in the HE Capabilities element and EHT Capabilities element" not clear: does the subfield have to be set to the same value in both?			Clarify			MAC									Resolution approved			SunHee Baek			23/1069r0			J			REJECTED
The Maximum A-MPDU Length Exponent Extension subfield in HE Capabilites element indicates the maximum length of A-MPDU pre-EOF padding in HE PPDU having 2 bits defined in P1362L51(9.4.2.247.2) of REVme D3.0
And the Maximum A-MPDU Length Exponent Extension subfield in EHT Capabilities element indicates the maximum length of A-MPDU pre-EOF padding in EHT PPDU having 1 bit defiend in P293L38 (9.4.2.313.2) of 11be D3.2.						572			N									2023-07-11T21:03:01Z			


			17037			Mark RISON			Yes			35.6			597			14			T			35.6			597.14			"An EHT STA that sends a VHT Capabilities element, HE Capabilities element, and EHT Capabilities
element with Maximum A-MPDU Length Exponent Extension subfield greater than 0" -- do they all have to be >0?  Do they all have to have the same value?			Clarify			MAC									Resolution approved			SunHee Baek			23/1069r0			J			REJECTED
The paragraph describes a case of when Maximum A-MPDU Length Exponent Extension subfield in EHT Capabilities element has greater than 0.
As like the paragraph is described, the Maximum A-MDPU Length Exponent in VHT Capabilities element sets to 7 and the Maximum A-MPDU Length Exponent Extension field in HE Capabilities element sets to 3 in this case, which is defined in P617L7 of 11be D3.2.						572			N									2023-07-11T21:03:01Z			


			17038			Mark RISON			Yes			35.6			597			19			E			35.6			597.19			No need for parens around exponent for 2			Delete the parens.  Ditto lines 33, 46			MAC									Resolution approved			SunHee Baek			23/1069r0			J			REJECTED
The equations are written based on the baseline. All equations defined in 26.6.1 include parentheses around exponent for 2.						572			N									2023-07-11T21:03:01Z			


			17039			Mark RISON			Yes			35.6			597			53			E			35.6			597.53			"A STA affiliated with an MLD, which transmits a multi-TID A-MPDU on a link, shall" should be "A STA affiliated with an MLD that transmits a multi-TID A-MPDU on a link shall"			As it says in the comment			MAC									Resolution approved			SunHee Baek			23/1070r0			V			REVISED
Agree with the comment and change the text based on the comment.
I guessed that the suggested change is also intended to change the sentence based on comment.
TGbe editor, please make changes as shown in doc 11-23/1070r0 (https://mentor.ieee.org/802.11/dcn/23/11-23-1070-00) tagged as CID 17039.						572			I			4.0						2023-07-13T16:34:33Z			


			17040			Mark RISON			Yes			35.6			597			9			T			35.6			597.09			"An EHT STA that sends an EHT Capabilities element with Maximum A-MPDU Length Exponent
Extension subfield of 0 shall support in reception of an EHT PPDU with an A-MPDU pre-EOF padding with
maximum length as defined in 10.12.2 (A-MPDU length limit rules)." -- but the table in 10.12.2 of maximum A-MPDU length has not been extended for EHT, I think.  And anyway the number should fall out of the equations in the paras below			Delete the cited text			MAC									Resolution approved			SunHee Baek			23/1069r0			J			REJECTED
Table 10-12a in 10.12.2 is already extended for EHT Capabilities elements in 11be D3.2 (P380L18). 						572			N									2023-07-11T21:03:01Z			


			17041			Mark RISON			Yes			35.7.1			598			8			E			35.7.1			598.08			"The EHT sounding protocol provides
explicit feedback mechanisms, defined as EHT non-trigger-based (non-TB) sounding (see 35.7.3 (Rules for
EHT sounding protocol sequences)) and EHT trigger-based (TB) sounding, where the EHT beamformee
measures the channel using a training signal (i.e., an EHT sounding NDP) transmitted by the EHT
beamformer and sends back a transformed estimate of the channel state (see 35.7.3 (Rules for EHT sounding
protocol sequences))." -- it's weird to refer to the same subclause twice			Delete the first "(see 35.7.3)"			Joint									Resolution approved			Zinan Lin			23/0558r3			A			ACCEPTED						539			I			3.2						2023-04-19T15:06:13Z			


			17042			Mark RISON			Yes			35.7.1			598			39			T			35.7.1			598.39			"the EHT beamformer intends to solicit from its EHT beamformees" -- there might be only one BFee			Change to "the EHT beamformer intends to solicit from its EHT beamformee(s)"			Joint									Resolution approved			Zinan Lin			23/0558r3			V			REVISED
Either SU or CQI feedback can be solicited per specs. Therefore, “or” replaces “and”.

TGbe editor: please incorporate changes shown in 11-22/0558r3 (https://mentor.ieee.org/802.11/dcn/23/11-23-0558-03) under the tag 17272
						539			I			3.2						2023-04-19T15:06:13Z			


			17043			Mark RISON			Yes			35.7.2			598			56			T			35.7.2			598.56			"An MU beamformer is an EHT AP that sets at least one of the following MU beamformer subfields: MU
Beamformer (BW â�¤ 80 MHz), MU Beamformer (BW = 160 MHz), and MU Beamformer (BW = 320 MHz)
to 1" -- per the next para the <80 one is guaranteed to be set if any are			Change to "An MU beamformer is an EHT AP that sets at least the MU
Beamformer (BW â�¤ 80 MHz) subfield
to 1"			Joint									Resolution approved			Zinan Lin			23/0639r2			V			REVISED
Agree in principle and accounted for the suggested changes.
TGbe editor: please incorporate changes shown in 11-23/0639r2 (https://mentor.ieee.org/802.11/dcn/23/11-23-0639-02) under the tag 17043.						544			I			3.2						2023-05-17T18:47:46Z			


			17044			Mark RISON			Yes			35.7.2			599			19			E			35.7.2			599.19			"The term EHT beamformer refers to both the SU beamformer and MU beamformer. The term EHT
beamformee refers to both the SU beamformee and the MU beamformee." wrong articles			Change to "The term EHT beamformer refers to both an SU beamformer an MU beamformer. The term EHT
beamformee refers to both an SU beamformee and an MU beamformee."			Joint									Resolution approved			Zinan Lin			23/0639r2			V			REVISED
Agree in principle. The proposed text misses an “and”.
TGbe editor: please incorporate changes shown in 11-23/0639r2 (https://mentor.ieee.org/802.11/dcn/23/11-23-0639-02) under the tag 17044.						544			I			3.2						2023-05-17T18:47:46Z			


			17045			Mark RISON			Yes			35.7.2			599			42			E			35.7.2			599.42			"spans a part" would be clearer as "spans only part"			As it says in the comment			Joint									Resolution approved			Zinan Lin			23/0639r2			V			REVISED
To make this sentence strictly correct, change it to
“… RU or MUR size …spans a part, but not the whole, of the available bandwidth …”
TGbe editor: please incorporate changes shown in 11-23/0639r2 (https://mentor.ieee.org/802.11/dcn/23/11-23-0639-02) under the tag 17045.						544			I			3.2						2023-05-17T18:47:46Z			


			17046			Mark RISON			Yes			35.7.2			600			15			E			35.7.2			600.15			" In an EHT non-TB sounding sequence case" -- spurious "case"			Delete "case"			Joint									Resolution approved			Zinan Lin			23/0630r1			A			ACCEPTED						555			I			3.2						2023-05-18T20:52:32Z			


			17047			Mark RISON			Yes			35.7.2			601			10			E			35.7.2			601.10			This " in the STA Info field " is unnecessary (already on previous line)			Delete the cited text			Joint									Resolution approved			Zinan Lin			23/0630r1			A			ACCEPTED						555			I			3.2						2023-05-18T20:52:32Z			


			17048			Mark RISON			Yes			35.7.2			601			27			T			35.7.2			601.27			"An EHT beamformee shall set the Beamformee SS (â�¤ 80 MHz) subfield to indicate a maximum number of
spatial streams of 4 or greater.
An EHT beamformee shall set the Beamformee SS (= 160 MHz) subfield to indicate a maximum number of
spatial streams of 4 or greater.
An EHT beamformee shall set the Beamformee SS (= 320 MHz) subfield to indicate a maximum number of
spatial streams of 4 or greater." duplicates Clause 9 ("The mini-
mum value of this field is 3.")			Delete the cited text			Joint									Resolution approved			Zinan Lin			23/0630r2			V			REVISED
Agree with the comment in principle. However, it is necessary to emphasize that the setting of the maximum number of spatial streams in the Beamformee SS (<= 80 MHz), the Beamformee SS ( = 160 MHz) and Beamformee SS ( = 320 MH) respectively. Therefore, to be more concise, the 2nd sentence and the 3rd sentence are moved to the following paragraphs respectively. 

TGbe editor: please incorporate changes shown in 11-23/0630r2 (https://mentor.ieee.org/802.11/dcn/23/11-23-0630-02) under the tag 17048 (Option 2).


Note to the commenter:  Please refer to CIDs 18011, 17981 and 17982 for more details.						567			I			4.0						2023-07-13T16:34:33Z			


			17049			Mark RISON			Yes			35.7.2			602			6			T			35.7.2			602.06			"An EHT beamformer indicates the maximum number of spatial streams it might transmit in a 20 MHz,
40 MHz, or 80 MHz EHT sounding NDP in the Number Of Sounding Dimensions (â�¤ 80 MHz) subfield.
An EHT beamformer indicates the maximum number of spatial streams it might transmit in a 160 MHz EHT
sounding NDP in the Number Of Sounding Dimensions (= 160 MHz) subfield.
An EHT beamformer indicates the maximum number of spatial streams it might transmit in a 320 MHz EHT
sounding NDP in the Number Of Sounding Dimensions (= 320 MHz) subfield." is essentially duplicated in the next 3 paras			Delete the cited text			Joint									Resolution approved			Zinan Lin			23/0630r1			A			ACCEPTED						555			I			3.2						2023-05-18T20:52:32Z			


			17050			Mark RISON			Yes			35.7.2			602			37			E			35.7.2			602.37			"sent by the EHT beamformee" should be just "it sends"			As it says in the comment			Joint									Resolution approved			Zinan Lin			23/0630r1			A			ACCEPTED						555			I			3.2						2023-05-18T20:52:32Z			


			17051			Mark RISON			Yes												E						0.00			"frame carried by a PPDU" should be "frame carried in a PPDU"			Change throughout (about x66)			Joint									Resolution approved			Zhi Mao			23/1256r0			V			REVISED
Agree with the commenter, and reflect the detail changes.
Instructions to TGbe editor:
Please make the changes as shown in 11/23-1256r0 (https://mentor.ieee.org/802.11/dcn/23/11-23-1256-00) tagged with #17051.						582			I			4.0						2023-07-14T14:51:59Z			


			17052			Mark RISON			Yes			35.7.2			602			50			T			35.7.2			602.50			"An EHT NDP Announcement frame carried by a PPDU of bandwidth larger than 40 MHz shall not solicit
from an EHT beamformee with 40 MHz operating channel width." -- solicit what?  Any feedback?  Partial-bw feedback?			Clarify			Joint									Resolution approved			Zinan Lin			23/0630r1			V			REVISED
Agree with the commenter in principle.
As indicated in Table 9-45b, no feedback is allowed to be solicited by the EHT NDP Announcement frame carried by a PPDU of BW larger than 40 MHz if the beamformee’s operating BW is 40 MHz.
TGbe editor: please incorporate changes shown in 11-23/0630r1 (https://mentor.ieee.org/802.11/dcn/23/11-23-0630-01) under the tag 17052.						555			I			3.2						2023-05-18T20:52:32Z			


			17053			Mark RISON			Yes			35.7.2									E			35.7.2			0.00			"for 242-tone RU" missing article (5x)			Add missing article (suspect other subclauses too)			Joint									Resolution approved			Zinan Lin			23/0630r1			V			REVISED
Agree with the commenter in principle. 

Add “a” between “for” and “242-tone RU” in five locations (P609L12, P609L17, P609L21, P609L25, P609L62) in 35.7.2.

TGbe editor: please incorporate changes shown in 11-23/0630r1 (https://mentor.ieee.org/802.11/dcn/23/11-23-0630-01) under the tag 17053.
						555			I			3.2						2023-05-18T20:52:32Z			


			17054			Mark RISON			Yes			35.7.2			603			25			E			35.7.2			603.25			"242-tone and 484-tone RU solicited with an EHT NDP Announcement frame carried by a PPDU of
bandwidth of 20 MHz and 40 MHz." is missing its bullet			As it says in the comment			Joint									Resolution approved			Zinan Lin			23/0630r1			V			REVISED
Agree with the comment in principle.
However, since the first three bullets cover the case shown in this sentence, the sentence is removed from the text.
Please refer to CID 15577 in https://mentor.ieee.org/802.11/dcn/23/11-23-0630-01.
TGbe editor: please incorporate changes shown in 11-23/0630r1 (https://mentor.ieee.org/802.11/dcn/23/11-23-0630-01) under the tag 17054.						555			N						This CID is implemented by CID 15577.			2023-05-18T20:52:32Z			


			17055			Mark RISON			Yes			35.7.2			607			1			E			35.7.2			607.01			"Informative summary" -- a while ago there was an extensive discussion in TGm, and I think the conclusion was that nothing in a non-Annex could be informative (apart from NOTEs, etc.)			Move to an annex			Joint									Resolution approved			Zinan Lin			23/0630r1			V			REVISED
Agree with the comment in principle. 

It is particularly useful to include this summary in the end of 35.7.2 for a clearer and better understanding of mandatory and optional support of RU/MRU feedback in different sounding modes. Therefore, this table is kept in this subclause. 
The title of the table is changed to “Summary of Supported RU or MRU sizes for sounding feedback”.

TGbe editor: please incorporate changes shown in 11-23/0630r1 (https://mentor.ieee.org/802.11/dcn/23/11-23-0630-01) under the tag 17055.
						555			I			3.2						2023-05-18T20:52:32Z			


			17056			Mark RISON			Yes												E						0.00			"right after" is colloquial			Delete at 533.13; delete "right" at 611.53/54, 900.54/58			Joint									Resolution approved			Zhi Mao			23/1255r1			V			REVISED
Agree with the commenter, and reflect the detail changes.
Instructions to TGbe editor:
Please make the changes as shown in 11/23-1255r1 (https://mentor.ieee.org/802.11/dcn/23/11-23-1255-01) tagged with #17056.						578			I			4.0						2023-07-15T16:08:22Z			


			17057			Mark RISON			Yes			35.7.3			612			8			T			35.7.3			612.08			"An example of an EHT non-TB sounding sequence with a single EHT beamformee" but the previous para says it's always with a single BFee			Delete "with a single EHT beamformee"			Joint									Resolution approved			Zinan Lin			23/0823r1			A			ACCEPTED						567			I			4.0						2023-07-13T16:34:33Z			


			17058			Mark RISON			Yes			35.7.3			612			24			T			35.7.3			612.24			"An EHT beamformer that initiates the EHT non-TB sounding sequence" wrong article			Change "the" to "an"			Joint									Resolution approved			Zinan Lin			23/0823r1			A			ACCEPTED						567			I			4.0						2023-07-13T16:34:33Z			


			17059			Mark RISON			Yes			35.7.3			612			25			T			35.7.3			612.25			"the STA Info field having a value in the AID11 field
other than 2047 and with the AID11 field in that STA Info field set to the AID of the STA identified by the
RA field or to 0 if the STA identified by the RA field is an associated AP, mesh STA or IBSS STA." -- the last 2 conditions imply the first			Delete "the STA Info field having a value in the AID11 field
other than 2047 and "			Joint									Resolution approved			Zinan Lin			23/0823r1			V			REVISED
After deleting the sentence mentioned in the comment, the whole sentence is reorganized to make the grammar of the sentence correct.

TGbe editor: make change in https://mentor.ieee.org/802.11/dcn/23/11-23-0823-01 with tag 17059
						567			I			4.0						2023-07-13T16:34:33Z			


			17060			Mark RISON			Yes			35.7.3			612			36			T			35.7.3			612.36			"An EHT beamformer that initiates an EHT TB sounding sequence shall transmit an EHT NDP
Announcement frame with two or more STA Info fields" -- why not allow an EHT TB sounding sequence with a single STA?			As it says in the comment			Joint									Resolution approved			Zinan Lin			23/0823r1			J			REJECTED
Mandating >1 STA Info for TB sounding was defined in 802.11ax (REVme D2.1, subclause 26.7.3). If a single beamformee is solicited, then EHT non-TB sounding sequence can be initiated.						567			N									2023-06-20T16:11:41Z			


			17061			Mark RISON			Yes			35.7.3			612			39			E			35.7.3			612.39			"Each EHT beamformee that is addressed by a BFRP Trigger
frame" wrong article			Change "a" to "the"			Joint									Resolution approved			Zinan Lin			23/0823r1			A			ACCEPTED						567			I			4.0						2023-07-13T16:34:33Z			


			17062			Mark RISON			Yes			35.7.3			612			36			T			35.7.3			612.36			The figure shows there can be more than one BFRP Trigger frame but the text does not describe this			Add text to describe this.  Maybe the text at 615.4 could be moved			Joint									Resolution approved			Zinan Lin			23/0823r1			V			REVISED
Agree with the comment in principle. 
TGbe editor: make change in https://mentor.ieee.org/802.11/dcn/23/11-23-0823-01 with tag 17062
						567			I			4.0						2023-07-13T16:34:33Z			


			17063			Mark RISON			Yes			35.7.3			613						E			35.7.3			0.00			"feedback variant" is undefined (and only used on this page)			Delete "variant" where it appears in this construct on this page			Joint									Resolution approved			Zinan Lin			23/0823r1			A			ACCEPTED						567			I			4.0						2023-07-13T16:34:33Z			


			17064			Mark RISON			Yes			35.7.3			613			4			E			35.7.3			613.04			"otherwise the EHT
beamformer shall not solicit a feedback variant computed based on parameters not supported by the EHT
beamformee (see 35.7.2 (EHT sounding protocol))." is over-egging the pudding			Change para to "An EHT beamformer shall not initiate an EHT TB sounding sequence if the
feedback is computed based on parameters not supported by the EHT beamformee (see 35.7.2 (EHT sounding protocol))."			Joint									Resolution approved			Zinan Lin			23/0823r1			V			REVISED
Agree with the comment in principle.
After discussion with the commenter, the sentence is modified to “An EHT beamformer shall not initiate an EHT TB sounding sequence if the feedback would be computed based on …”
TGbe editor: make change in https://mentor.ieee.org/802.11/dcn/23/11-23-0823-01 with tag 17064						567			I			4.0						2023-07-13T16:34:33Z			


			17065			Mark RISON			Yes			35.7.3			613			17			T			35.7.3			613.17			"An AP that transmits an EHT NDP Announcement frame identifying EHT STAs" -- an EHT NDPA necessarily identifies EHT STAs			Delete "identifying EHT STAs"			Joint									Resolution approved			Zinan Lin			23/0823r1			A			ACCEPTED						567			I			4.0						2023-07-13T16:34:33Z			


			17066			Mark RISON			Yes			35.7.3			613			20			E			35.7.3			613.20			"in which
case," spurious comma			Delete comma			Joint									Resolution approved			Zinan Lin			23/0823r1			A			ACCEPTED						567			I			4.0						2023-07-13T16:34:33Z			


			17067			Mark RISON			Yes			35.7.3			613			26			E			35.7.3			613.26			"An EHT beamformer that transmits an EHT NDP Announcement frame to an EHT beamformee that is an
associated AP, mesh STA, or IBSS STA, shall include one STA Info field" -- I think this is trying to say exactly one			Change "one" to "exactly one"			Joint									Resolution approved			Zinan Lin			23/0823r1			V			REVISED
P618L24 (802.11be D3.1) states that “An EHT beamformer that initiates the EHT non-TB sounding sequence shall transmit the EHT NDP Announcement frame with a single STA Info field, the STA Info field having a value in the AID11 field other than 2047 and with the AID11 field in that STA Info field set to the AID of the STA identified by the RA field or to 0 if the STA identified by the RA field is an associated AP, mesh STA or IBSS STA.” It implies that if the beamformee is an associated AP, mesh STA or IBSS, it can only be non-TB sounding sequence. Therefore, to be consistent with the sentence on P618L24, “One STA Info field” is changed to “a single STA”
TGbe editor: make change in https://mentor.ieee.org/802.11/dcn/23/11-23-0823-01 with tag 17067						567			I			4.0						2023-07-13T16:34:33Z			


			17068			Mark RISON			Yes			35.7.3			613			33			E			35.7.3			613.33			"to 11 LSBs" missing article			Add "the" after "to"			Joint									Resolution approved			Zinan Lin			23/0823r1			A			ACCEPTED						567			I			4.0						2023-07-13T16:34:33Z			


			17069			Mark RISON			Yes			35.7.3			614			7			E			35.7.3			614.07			"The maximum number of supported receive spatial streams according to the Rx NSS indicated in the
most recently received Operating Mode Notification frame, Operating Mode Notification element
with the Rx NSS Type subfield equal to 0, or OM Control subfield if EHT OM Control subfield is
not present in the same A-Control field, or EHT OM Control subfield together with the OM Control
subfield sent by the corresponding EHT beamformee (see 35.9 (Operating mode indication))." -- gets confusing			Delete first "or"			Joint									Resolution approved			Zinan Lin			23/0916r1			A			ACCEPTED						570			I			4.0						2023-07-13T16:34:33Z			


			17070			Mark RISON			Yes			35.7.3			614			22			E			35.7.3			614.22			"The EHT beamformer shall set the TXVECTOR parameter CH_BANDWIDTH or
CH_BANDWIDTH_IN_NON_HT, the Partial BW Info subfield" -- two items so use "or" not comma			As it says in the comment			Joint									Resolution approved			Zinan Lin			23/0916r1			J			REJECTED
The TXVECTOR parameter (CH_BANDWIDTH or CH_BANDWIDTH_IN_NOT_HT) and the Partial BW Info subfield of the EHT NDP Announcement frame are in different places. According to the sentence, both two parameters shall be set depending on the multiple parameters listed on the sentence. Therefore, using “or” is not accurate.						570			N									2023-07-11T21:00:48Z			


			17071			Mark RISON			Yes			35.7.3			614			29			T			35.7.3			614.29			"The EHT beamformer shall use the lowest scidx(0), which is the lower bound of the scidx(0)" not clear as to how/what it uses this lowest scidx(0) for			Clarify			Joint									Resolution approved			Zinan Lin			23/1034r3			V			REVISED
Agree with the comment in principle.
The original paragraph does not fit for the EHT beamforming case, where the EHT NDP Announcement frame uses the Partial BW Infor subfield to indicate the solicited subchannel(s) via bitmap. Therefore, it is simplified to one sentence.
TGbe editor: make change in https://mentor.ieee.org/802.11/dcn/23/11-23-1034-03 with tag 17071						578			I			4.0						2023-07-15T16:24:02Z			


			17072			Mark RISON			Yes			35.7.3			614			32			T			35.7.3			614.32			"The minimum subcarrier index located within the channel width indicated in the VHT Operation
Information field of either the HE Operation element or the VHT Operation element, whichever is
present, or within the channel width indicated in the HT Operation element, if present, or 6 GHz
Operation Information field of the HE Operation element, if present (see 9.4.2.249 (HE Operation
element) and 9.4.2.311 (EHT Operation element))." -- what if more than one of these is present, and they don't say the same thing?			Clarify			Joint									Resolution approved			Zinan Lin			23/1034r3			V			REVISED
Agree with the comment in principle.
The EHT NDP Announcement frame uses the Partial BW Infor subfield to indicate the solicited subchannel(s) via bitmap. Therefore, the original paragraph is does not fit for EHT beamforming case and simplified to one sentence.  Furthermore, Subclause 35.15.1 (P660L7 in 802.be D3.2) indicates that
“If a BSS operating channel width is announced in the EHT Operation element, then the announced BSS operating channel width is the EHT BSS operating channel width. If a BSS operating channel width is not announced in the EHT Operation element, (#17128)then:
—In (#17128)the 6 GHz band, the HE BSS operating channel width announced in the HE Operation element is the EHT BSS operating channel width
—In (#17128)the 5 GHz band, the HE BSS operating channel width announced by the combination of the HT and VHT Operation elements or announced by the combination of the HT and HE Operation elements with VHT Operation Information field is the EHT BSS operating channel width
—In (#17128)the 2.4 GHz band, the HE BSS operating channel width announced in the HT Operation element is the EHT BSS operating channel width.”
Therefore, the EHT beamformee operating bandwidth setting is added to the NOTE.
TGbe editor: make change in https://mentor.ieee.org/802.11/dcn/23/11-23-1034-03 with tag 17072						578			I			4.0						2023-07-15T16:24:02Z			


			17073			Mark RISON			Yes			35.7.3			615			30			T			35.7.3			615.30			Haven't we earlier already specified whether the BFer or BFee gets to pick parameters?			Remove duplication			Joint									Resolution approved			Zinan Lin			23/0916r1			J			REJECTED
It is defined in P615L1 (802.11be D3.0) that “In an EHT non-TB sounding sequence soliciting CQI feedback, the Nc Index subfield in an EHT NDP Announcement frame is reserved.”, which mentions the Nc Index subfield is reserved in NDP Announcement frame from the beamformer standpoint of view. The sentence mentioned by the commenter is to normalize the behavior of the beamformee side. It is not duplication.						570			N									2023-07-11T21:00:48Z			


			17074			Mark RISON			Yes			35.7.3			616			10			E			35.7.3			616.10			"An EHT beamformee that transmits EHT compressed beamforming feedback shall include neither the EHT
compressed beamforming report information nor the EHT MU exclusive beamforming report information if
the transmission duration of the PPDU carrying the EHT compressed beamforming report information and
any EHT MU exclusive beamforming report information would exceed the maximum PPDU duration (see
Table 9-34 (Maximum data unit sizes (in octets) and durations (in microseconds)))." -- in the baseline the things that are actually frame names are capitalised			Follow baseline			Joint									Resolution approved			Zinan Lin			23/0916r1			J			REJECTED
Per group’s discussion, a paragraph from 26.5.2.2.2 (P3862L64) is added to the place to further clarify the action which shall be taken by the AP, the beamformee.  The paragraph pointed out by the commenter is therefore removed.						570			N									2023-07-11T21:00:48Z			


			17075			Mark RISON			Yes			35.7.4			616			37			T			35.7.4			616.37			"All feedback segments shall be sent in a single A-MPDU contained in a PPDU" -- A-MPDUs are always sent in PPDUs			Delete "contained in a PPDU"			Joint									Resolution approved			Zinan Lin			23/0566r2			V			REVISED
In the context, it emphasizes that all feedback sengments sent in a single A-MPDU need to be sent in a single PPDU. Therefore, the text changes to
“All feedback segments shall be sent in an A-MPDU contained in a single PPDU “
TGbe editor: please incorporate changes shown in 11-22/0566r2 (https://mentor.ieee.org/802.11/dcn/23/11-23-0566-02) under the tag 17075						544			I			3.2						2023-05-17T18:47:46Z			


			17076			Mark RISON			Yes			35.7.4			616			41			E			35.7.4			616.41			"An EHT beamformer, which sends a BFRP Trigger frame to retrieve an EHT compressed beamforming/CQI
report from an EHT beamformee, shall" -- bad grammar			Change to "An EHT beamformer that sends a BFRP Trigger frame to retrieve an EHT compressed beamforming/CQI
report from an EHT beamformee shall".  Ditto next para			Joint									Resolution approved			Zinan Lin			23/0566r2			A			ACCEPTED						544			I			3.2						2023-05-17T18:47:46Z			


			17077			Mark RISON			Yes			35.7.5			617			1			E			35.7.5			617.01			"if the Feedback Type And Ng and Codebook Size
subfields in the preceding EHT NDP Announcement frame indicates" -- bad conjugation			Change "indicates" to "indicate"			Joint									Resolution approved			Zinan Lin			23/0566r2			V			REVISED
Revised. Agree with the commenter in principle. 
Accounted for the suggested changes, along with some similar editorial changes in the next sentence.


TGbe editor: please incorporate changes shown in 11-22/0566r2 (https://mentor.ieee.org/802.11/dcn/23/11-23-0566-02) under the tag 17077
						544			I			3.2						2023-05-17T18:47:46Z			


			17078			Mark RISON			Yes												E						0.00			"rules defined as"/"rules as defined" should be just "rules defined" (4x)			As it says in the comment			Joint									Resolution approved			Zhi Mao			23/1255r1			V			REVISED
Agree with the commenter, and reflect the detail changes.
Instructions to TGbe editor:
Please make the changes as shown in 11/23-1255r1 (https://mentor.ieee.org/802.11/dcn/23/11-23-1255-01) tagged with #17078.						578			I			4.0						2023-07-15T16:10:39Z			


			17079			Mark RISON			Yes			35.8.2.2			618			44			E			35.8.2.2			618.44			", in the subsequent text and the
following subclauses" is unclear and unnecessary			Delete the cited text			MAC						TTT members:  Chunyu Hu			Resolution approved			Muhammad Kumail Haider			23/0364r2			V			REVISED
The text is revised based on suggestion.
TGbe editor, please make the changes tagged by CID #17079 in 23/0364r2 (https://mentor.ieee.org/802.11/dcn/23/11-23-0364-02).						534			I			3.1			This CID is implemented by CID 16062.			2023-03-19T18:47:51Z			


			17080			Mark RISON			Yes			35.8.2.2			618			47			E			35.8.2.2			618.47			"When a TID-to-link mapping update results in a mapping where none of the R-TWT TID(s) are mapped
onto the link on which the R-TWT membership is set up any more" not clear			Delete "any more"			MAC						TTT members:  Chunyu Hu			Resolution approved			Muhammad Kumail Haider			23/0364r2			V			REVISED
The text is revised based on suggestion.
TGbe editor, please make the changes tagged by CID #17080 in 23/0364r2 (https://mentor.ieee.org/802.11/dcn/23/11-23-0364-02).						534			I			3.1						2023-03-19T18:47:51Z			


			17081			Mark RISON			Yes			35.8.2.2			618			50			E			35.8.2.2			618.50			"torn-down" should have a space not a hyphen			As it says in the comment			MAC						TTT members:  Chunyu Hu			Resolution approved			Muhammad Kumail Haider			23/0364r2			V			REVISED
The text is revised based on suggestion.

TGbe editor, please make the changes tagged by CID #17081 in 23/0364r2 (https://mentor.ieee.org/802.11/dcn/23/11-23-0364-02).
						534			I			3.1						2023-03-19T18:48:58Z			


			17082			Mark RISON			Yes			35.8.2.2			618			52			E			35.8.2.2			618.52			"signal QoS Characteristics element" missing article			As it says in the comment			MAC						TTT members:  Chunyu Hu			Resolution approved			Muhammad Kumail Haider			23/0364r2			V			REVISED
The text is revised based on suggestion.

TGbe editor, please make the changes tagged by CID #17082 in 23/0364r2 (https://mentor.ieee.org/802.11/dcn/23/11-23-0364-02).
						534			I			3.1						2023-03-19T18:48:58Z			


			17083			Mark RISON			Yes			35.8.4			619			46			T			35.8.4			619.46			"A non-AP STA should not request to establish membership in an R-TWT schedule advertised by the R-TWT
scheduling AP with the Restricted TWT Schedule subfield set to 2.
NOTE--The R-TWT scheduling AP that receives a request from a non-AP STA to establish membership in an R-TWT
schedule advertised by the AP with Restricted TWT Schedule Info subfield set to 2 might reject the request." -- why allow this?			Change "should" to "shall" and delete the NOTE			MAC									Resolution approved			Chunyu Hu			23/0458r13			V			REVISED
the “should” is for flexibility. E.g. there might be a STA tearing down its membership at the same time another STA requesting a new mem-bership.
Agree the NOTE is extra and can be removed.

TGbe editor: please remove the NOTE part.
						581			N						This CID is implemented by CID 15933.			2023-07-13T10:10:22Z			


			17084			Mark RISON			Yes			35.8.4			619			52			E			35.8.4			619.52			"An R-TWT scheduling AP when announcing an R-TWT schedule, shall" poor wording			Change to "When an R-TWT scheduling AP announces an R-TWT schedule, it shall"			MAC						TTT members:  Chunyu Hu			Resolution approved			Abdel Karim Ajami			23/0673r2			J			REJECTED
This CID is discussed on July 11, 2023, in https://mentor.ieee.org/802.11/dcn/23/11-23-0673-02 and the group could not reach consensus on a resolution. 						614			N									2023-07-13T21:18:05Z			


			17085			Mark RISON			Yes			35.8.5.1			620			8			E			35.8.5.1			620.08			"a multiple BSSID set in which its associated AP
belongs to" poor wording			Change to "a multiple BSSID set to which its associated AP
belongs"			MAC									Resolution approved			Chunyu Hu			23/0847r1			A			ACCEPTED						568			I			4.0						2023-07-13T16:34:33Z			


			17086			Mark RISON			Yes			35.8.5.1			620			14			T			35.8.5.1			620.14			"(without advancing to the next value in the sequence)" not clear as to which sequence this is			Delete the cited text			MAC						TTT members:  Chunyu Hu			Resolution approved			Abdel Karim Ajami			23/0673r1			V			REVISED
We clarify the cited sentence.
Tgbe editor, please implement changes as shown in 11-23/673r1 (https://mentor.ieee.org/802.11/dcn/23/11-23-0673-01) tagged as 15651						560			N						This CID is implemented by CID 15651.			2023-05-18T20:56:03Z			


			17087			Mark RISON			Yes			35.8.5.1			620			17			E			35.8.5.1			620.17			"NOTE--The R-TWT schedule(s) announced in a Beacon or Probe Response frame and that is not in the nontransmitted
BSSID profile include the schedule(s) for both transmitted BSSID and nontransmitted BSSID(s), if any, as specified in
35.8.4 (R-TWT SPs announcement)." poor grammar			Change to "NOTE--The R-TWT schedule(s) announced in a Beacon or Probe Response frame that is/are not in the nontransmitted
BSSID profile include the schedule(s) for both transmitted BSSID and nontransmitted BSSID(s), if any, as specified in
35.8.4 (R-TWT SPs announcement)."			MAC									Resolution approved			Chunyu Hu			23/0847r1			V			REVISED
TGbe editor: please revise as specified in this doc {11-23/847r1} (https://mentor.ieee.org/802.11/dcn/23/11-23-0847-01) tagged by #17087.						568			I			4.0						2023-07-13T16:34:33Z			


			17088			Mark RISON			Yes			35.8.5.1			620			23			E			35.8.5.1			620.23			"fallen" should be "falling"			As it says in the comment			MAC									Resolution approved			Chunyu Hu			23/0847r1			A			ACCEPTED						568			I			4.0						2023-07-13T16:34:33Z			


			17089			Mark RISON			Yes			35.8.5.1			620			27			T			35.8.5.1			620.27			"When an R-TWT SP starts, a member STA may suspend decrementing the backoff counter of any AC that
does not have any R-TWT TID(s) mapped to until it has delivered all its frames from R-TWT TID(s)" hard to understand			Delete "to"			MAC									Resolution approved			Chunyu Hu			23/0847r1			V			REVISED
TGbe editor: please revise as specified in this doc {11-23/847r1} (https://mentor.ieee.org/802.11/dcn/23/11-23-0847-01) tagged by #17089.						568			I			4.0						2023-07-13T16:34:33Z			


			17090			Mark RISON			Yes			35.8.5.1			620			32			E			35.8.5.1			620.32			"When a non-AP STA, which is affiliated with a non-AP MLD and operates on one of a pair of NSTR or
EMLSR or EMLMR links, is" bad grammar			Change to "When a non-AP STA that is affiliated with a non-AP MLD and operates on one of a pair of NSTR or
EMLSR or EMLMR links is"			MAC									Resolution approved			Chunyu Hu			23/0847r3			V			REVISED
TGbe editor: please revise as specified in this doc {11-23/847r3} (https://mentor.ieee.org/802.11/dcn/23/11-23-0847-03) tagged by #17090.						570			I			4.0						2023-07-13T16:34:33Z			


			17091			Mark RISON			Yes			35.8.5.1			620			38			T			35.8.5.1			620.38			The rules appear to be the same for APs and non-AP STAs			Condense the two bullets into a single one			MAC									Resolution approved			Chunyu Hu			23/0847r1			J			REJECTED
With the resolution for CID #15935 in https://mentor.ieee.org/802.11/dcn/23/11-23-0847-01, the condition for AP and non-AP STA are not the same any more.						568			I			4.0						2023-07-13T16:34:33Z			


			17092			Mark RISON			Yes			35.8.5.2			620			61			E			35.8.5.2			620.61			"To schedule overlapping quiet intervals for one or more R-TWT SPs that belong to one or more periodic or
aperiodic R-TWT schedules, the EHT AP may do so by transmitting one or more Quiet elements in Beacon
and Probe Response frames." poor grammar			Change to "To schedule overlapping quiet intervals for one or more R-TWT SPs that belong to one or more periodic or
aperiodic R-TWT schedules, the EHT AP may transmit one or more Quiet elements in Beacon
and Probe Response frames."			MAC									Resolution approved			Chunyu Hu			23/0847r3			A			ACCEPTED						570			I			4.0						2023-07-13T16:34:33Z			


			17093			Mark RISON			Yes			35.8.5.2			621			7			E			35.8.5.2			621.07			"AP can" missing article			Prepend "An"			MAC									Resolution approved			Chunyu Hu			23/0847r3			A			ACCEPTED						570			I			4.0						2023-07-13T16:34:33Z			


			17094			Mark RISON			Yes			35.8.5.2			621			10			T			35.8.5.2			621.10			"Non-AP EHT STAs may behave as if overlapping quiet intervals do not exist." is not clear			Change to "Non-AP EHT STAs may ignore overlapping quiet intervals."			MAC									Resolution approved			Chunyu Hu			23/0847r3			A			ACCEPTED						570			I			4.0						2023-07-13T16:34:33Z			


			17095			Mark RISON			Yes			35.8.6			621			24			E			35.8.6			621.24			"When scheduling the transmission of Trigger frames, the R-TWT scheduling AP shall first trigger
member R-TWT scheduled STAs to facilitate them to first deliver their QoS Data frames of R-TWT
UL TID(s), if any." poor wording			Change to "When scheduling the transmission of Trigger frames, the R-TWT scheduling AP shall trigger
member R-TWT scheduled STAs first, to allow them to deliver QoS Data frames of R-TWT
UL TID(s), if any, first."			MAC						TTT members:  Takuhiro Sato			Resolution approved			Muhammad Kumail Haider			23/1120r2			V			REVISED
Agree with commenter and revised.

TGbe editor, please make the changes tagged by CID #17095 in 23/1120r2 (https://mentor.ieee.org/802.11/dcn/23/11-23-1120-02).
						575			I			4.0						2023-07-13T16:34:33Z			


			17096			Mark RISON			Yes			35.9			621			47			T			35.9			621.47			"supports 320 MHz" too casual			Append "operation"			MAC									Resolution approved			Po-Kai Huang			23/0299r1			V			REVISED
We revise the description using capability bit.
TGbe editor to make the changes shown in 11-23/0299r1 (https://mentor.ieee.org/802.11/dcn/23/11-23-0299-01) under all headings that include CID 17096						526			I			3.1						2023-03-17T11:15:51Z			


			17097			Mark RISON			Yes			35.9			621			57			T			35.9			621.57			"An EHT STA that transmits a frame with an A-Control subfield of HE variant HT Control field, which
includes an EHT OM Control subfield shall concatenate the OM Control subfield within the same A-Control
subfield after the EHT OM Control field." poor grammar and "concatenate after" not clear			Change to "An EHT STA that transmits a frame with an A-Control subfield of HE variant HT Control field that
includes an EHT OM Control subfield shall include an OM Control subfield within the same A-Control
subfield after the EHT OM Control subfield."			MAC									Resolution approved			Po-Kai Huang			23/0299r1			V			REVISED
We change “which” to “that” as suggested.
We still use concatenated to preserve the right after another meaning and follow the following usage of “concatnate".
The original MPDU header is concatenated with the plaintext data resulting from the successful CCM recipient processing to create the plaintext MPDU.
TGbe editor to make the changes shown in 11-23/0299r1 (https://mentor.ieee.org/802.11/dcn/23/11-23-0299-01) under all headings that include CID 17097						526			I			3.1						2023-03-17T11:15:51Z			


			17098			Mark RISON			Yes			35.9			622			7			E			35.9			622.07			" that applies to HE TB PPDU shall also apply to EHT TB PPDU." poor grammar			Change to " that applies to HE TB PPDUs shall also apply to EHT TB PPDUs."			MAC									Resolution approved			Po-Kai Huang			23/0289r2			A			ACCEPTED						526			I			3.1						2023-03-17T11:16:11Z			


			17099			Mark RISON			Yes			35.9			622			17			E			35.9			622.17			"EHT PHY does not support" missing article			As it says in the comment			MAC									Resolution approved			Po-Kai Huang			23/0289r2			V			REVISED
Agree in principle with the commenter.
TGbe editor to make the changes shown in 11-23/0289r2 (https://mentor.ieee.org/802.11/dcn/23/11-23-0289-02) under all headings that include CID 17099						526			I			3.1						2023-03-17T11:16:11Z			


			17100			Mark RISON			Yes												E						0.00			Use floor glyphs rather than floor()			As it says in the comment (9x)			Joint									Resolution approved			Zhi Mao			23/1256r0			V			REVISED
Agree with the commenter, and reflect the detail changes.
Instructions to TGbe editor:
Please make the changes as shown in 11/23-1256r0 (tagged with #17100.						582			I			4.0						2023-07-16T19:09:45Z			


			17101			Mark RISON			Yes												E						0.00			"in the range of" followed by a number should be "in the range"			As it says in the comment (10x)			Joint									Resolution approved			Zhi Mao			23/1255r1			V			REVISED
Incorporate the changes under CID 17161 in the document 23/0603r1 (https://mentor.ieee.org/802.11/dcn/23/11-23-0603-01-00be-lb-271-cr-for-cid-17161.docx)
						578			N						This CID is implemented by CID 17161.			2023-07-13T15:47:20Z			


			17102			Mark RISON			Yes			35.11.1.4			625			32			E			35.11.1.4			625.32			"An EHT non-AP STA that transmits an EHT MU PPDU addressed to a STA that is not a member of the
transmitting STA's EHT BSS, shall set the TXVECTOR parameter BSS_COLOR to 0. " spurious comma			Delete the comma			MAC									Resolution approved			Yongho Seok			23/1144r0			A			ACCEPTED						575			I			4.0						2023-07-13T16:34:33Z			


			17103			Mark RISON			Yes			35.11.1.4			625			56			E			35.11.1.4			625.56			"The contents of the Spatial Reuse fields" -- the SR fields of what?			Clarify			MAC									Resolution approved			Yongho Seok			23/1144r0			J			REJECTED
The comment fails to identify a specific issue to be addressed. It fails to identify changes in sufficient detail so that the specific wording of the changes that will satisfy the commenter can be determined.

Same sentence exists in the base spec. Please submit a comment to the base spec. 
“The contents of the Spatial Reuse fields are carried in the TXVECTOR parameter SPATIAL_REUSE for an
HE PPDU indicating spatial reuse information.”
						575			N									2023-07-11T21:08:06Z			


			17104			Mark RISON			Yes			C.3			957			61			E			C.3			957.61			dot11EHTSupportedEhtMcsAndNssSetmplemented should be dot11EHTSupportedEhtMcsAndNssSetImplemented			As it says in the comment.  Also at 726.2/55, 727.36			Joint									Resolution approved			Yongho Seok			23/1144r0			V			REVISED
Agree in principle. 
TGbe editor: 
Change from 
“dot11EHTSupportedEhtMcsAndNssSetmplemented”
to 
“dot11EHTSupportedEhtMcsAndNssSetImplemented”
throughout TGbe Draft 3.2.
						575			I			4.0						2023-07-13T16:34:33Z			


			17105			Mark RISON			Yes			C.3									T			C.3			0.00			dot11EHTSupportedEhtMcsAndNssSet20MhzOnlyActivated and
dot11EHTSupportedEhtMcsAndNssSetActivated are not used			Delete those MIB attributes			Joint									Resolution approved			Yongho Seok			23/1144r0			V			REVISED
Agree in principle. 
TGbe editor: 
Remove the following two MIB variables from the Annex C. 
-	dot11EHTSupportedEhtMcsAndNssSet20MhzOnlyActivated
-	dot11EHTSupportedEhtMcsAndNssSetActivated
						575			I			4.0						2023-07-13T16:34:33Z			


			17106			Mark RISON			Yes			C.3			957			31			E			C.3			957.31			dot11EHTSupportedEhtMcsAndNssSet20MhzOnlyImplemented should be dot11EHTSupportedEhtMcsAndNssSet20MhzOnlyStaImplemented			Change at 957.31 and 727.33			Joint									Resolution approved			Yongho Seok			23/1144r0			V			REVISED
Agree in principle. 
TGbe editor: 
Change from 
“dot11EHTSupportedEhtMcsAndNssSet20MhzOnlyImplemented”
to 
“dot11EHTSupportedEhtMcsAndNssSet20MhzOnlyStaImplemented”
throughout TGbe Draft 3.2.
						575			I			4.0						2023-07-13T16:34:33Z			


			17107			Mark RISON			Yes			C.3									T			C.3			0.00			I think it is no longer de rigueur to have both dot11FooImplemented and dot11FooActivated			Follow the ARC guidance on this			Joint									Resolution approved			Yongho Seok			23/1144r0			J			REJECTED
The comment fails to identify a specific issue to be addressed. It fails to identify changes in sufficient detail so that the specific wording of the changes that will satisfy the commenter can be determined.						575			N									2023-07-11T21:08:06Z			


			17108			Mark RISON			Yes			35.11.3			629			7			E			35.11.3			629.07			"The function b2int returns 1 if the input is true and 0 if the input is false." would be better before the huge list of things using it			Put it before the list, as something like ", where the function b2int returns 1 if its argument is true and 0 otherwise"			MAC									Resolution approved			Yongho Seok			23/1144r0			V			REVISED
Agree in principle.
TGbe editor to make the changes shown in 11-23/1144r0 (https://mentor.ieee.org/802.11/dcn/23/11-23-1144-00) under all headings that include CID 17108.						575			I			4.0						2023-07-13T16:34:33Z			


			17109			Mark RISON			Yes			35.11.3			629			16			T			35.11.3			629.16			Subfield can't be set to dot11EHTSupportedEhtMcsAndNssSet20MhzOnlyStaImplemented since that's a Boolean not a number			Use that nifty b2int function you've just dreamt up			MAC									Resolution approved			Yongho Seok			23/1144r0			J			REJECTED
EHT-MCS Map (20 MHz-Only Non-AP STA) is 4 octers. 
And, dot11EHTSupportedEhtMcsAndNssSet20MhzOnlyImplemented is also 4 octets, not Booleant. 

dot11EHTSupportedEhtMcsAndNssSet20MhzOnlyImplemented OBJECT-TYPE
SYNTAX OCTET STRING (SIZE(4))
						575			N									2023-07-11T21:08:06Z			


			17110			Mark RISON			Yes			35									E			35			0.00			"and with the following additions" should be just "with the following additions"			As it says in the comment (5x)			MAC									Resolution approved			EDITOR			23/1009r0			A			ACCEPTED
Note to the Editor:  In D3.2, the locations are 643.65, 644.23, 644.31, 644.42, and 649.12.						570			I			4.0						2023-07-13T16:34:33Z			


			17111			Mark RISON			Yes			35.13.1			630			23			E			35.13.1			630.23			I think we say equal to not set to, except on tx			Change "dot11EHTPPEThresholdsRequired set to" to "dot11EHTPPEThresholdsRequired equal to", and ditto at line 27			Joint									Resolution approved			Mengshi Hu			23/0635r4			A			ACCEPTED						544			I			3.2						2023-05-17T18:47:46Z			


			17112			Mark RISON			Yes			35.13.2			631			33			E			35.13.2			631.33			"EHT common nominal packet padding value is" missing article			Prepend "The".  Ditto in Table 35-5			Joint									Resolution approved			Mengshi Hu			23/0635r4			A			ACCEPTED						544			I			3.2						2023-05-17T18:47:46Z			


			17113			Mark RISON			Yes			35.13.3			631						E			35.13.3			0.00			I'm not sure what "shall be in the scope of/in" means			Change "shall be in the scope from 1" to "shall be in the range 1" and "shall be in the scope of ([242, 484, 996, 2ï�´996])" to "shall be in the set (242, 484, 996, 2ï�´996)"			Joint									Resolution approved			Mengshi Hu			23/0635r4			V			REVISED
Agree with the commenter.
Instructions to the editor: please make the following changes to Page 631, Line 48 in 802.11be D3.0 (Page 637, Line 25 in 802.11be D3.1):
Change "shall be in the scope from 1 …" to "shall be in the range 1 …" and "shall be in the scope of ([242, 484, 996, 2996])" to "shall be in the set {242, 484, 996, 2996}".
						544			I			3.2						2023-05-17T18:47:46Z			


			17114			Mark RISON			Yes			35.13.3			632			10			E			35.13.3			632.10			" for 484+242-tone MRU" missing article			As it says in the comment			Joint									Resolution approved			Mengshi Hu			23/0635r4			V			REVISED
Agree with the commenter.
Instructions to the editor:
Please make the changes as shown under CID 17114 in 11-23/0635r4 (https://mentor.ieee.org/802.11/dcn/23/11-23-0635-04).						544			I			3.2						2023-05-17T18:47:46Z			


			17115			Mark RISON			Yes			35.13.3			632			1			E			35.13.3			632.01			"(NSTS + 1)" does not need parens			Delete the parens			Joint									Resolution approved			Mengshi Hu			23/0635r4			A			ACCEPTED						544			I			3.2						2023-05-17T18:47:46Z			


			17116			Mark RISON			Yes			35.13.5			635			17			E			35.13.5			635.17			"A STA transmitting an EHT MU PPDU to a receiving STA" -- you can't transmit to anything except a receiving STA			Delete "to a receiving STA"			Joint									Resolution approved			Mengshi Hu			23/0635r4			A			ACCEPTED						544			I			3.2						2023-05-17T18:47:46Z			


			17117			Mark RISON			Yes			35.14.2			635			44			E			35.14.2			635.44			"An EHT STA in 6 GHz band" missing article			Change to "An EHT STA in the 6 GHz band"			Joint									Resolution approved			Liwen Chu			23/0309r2			V			REVISED
Change “EHT STA in 6 GHz band” to “EHT STA 6G” throughout the draft, and change “EHT STA in the 6 GHz band” to “EHT STA 6G” throughout the draft.						525			I			3.1						2023-03-19T18:50:28Z			


			17118			Mark RISON			Yes			35.14.2			636			10			E			35.14.2			636.10			"carried in non-HT (duplicate) PPDU"			As it says in the comment.  Ditto line 17			Joint									Resolution approved			Liwen Chu			23/0309r2			J			REJECTED
The text in P636L10 “…which case the Control frame should be carried in non-HT (duplicate) PPDU” is what the commenter asked for.						525			N									2023-03-17T11:17:17Z			


			17119			Mark RISON			Yes			35.14.2			636			22			T			35.14.2			636.22			"is carried in the
PPDU" should be normative.  Also wrong article			Change to "shall be carried in a PPDU"			Joint									Resolution approved			Liwen Chu			23/0309r2			V			REVISED
The related SHALL rule is defined in the referred subclause, i.e. in 35.3.16.5.2 (End time alignment of response PPDUs using SRS Control field). The CID is used to fix the wrong article.

TGbe editor to make changes in https://mentor.ieee.org/802.11/dcn/23/11-23-0309-02 with tag 17119
						525			I			3.1						2023-03-17T11:17:17Z			


			17120			Mark RISON			Yes			35.14.3			636			38			E			35.14.3			636.38			"channel
width (bandwidth)" is weird			Change to "bandwidth".  Also change "BW" to "bandwidth" throughout this subclause			Joint									Resolution approved			Liwen Chu			23/0746r1			V			REVISED
Generally agree with the commenter. In 802.11 baseline, the usage of “bandwidth of the PPDU”, the usage of “channel width of the PPDU” are both used. The usage of “bandwidth of the PPDU” is more than the usage of “channel width of the PPDU”. The BW in the subclause is copied from the 11ax related subclause 26.15.3 (MCS, NSS, BW, and DCM selection).
TGbe editor to make changes in https://mentor.ieee.org/802.11/dcn/23/11-23-0746-01 with CID tag 17120.						553			I			3.2						2023-05-17T18:57:42Z			


			17121			Mark RISON			Yes			35.14.4.1			637			31			E			35.14.4.1			637.31			"less than or equal to 160 MHz PPDUs, less than or equal to 320 MHz
PPDUs" has spurious "PPDUs"			Delete the two "PPDUs"			Joint									Resolution approved			Liwen Chu			23/0746r1			A			ACCEPTED						553			I			3.2						2023-05-17T18:57:43Z			


			17122			Mark RISON			Yes			35.14.4.1			637			35			T			35.14.4.1			637.35			"and 160 MHz or 320 MHz" is confusing			Delete the "and"			Joint									Resolution approved			Liwen Chu			23/0746r1			A			ACCEPTED						553			I			3.2						2023-05-17T18:57:43Z			


			17123			Mark RISON			Yes			35.14.4.2			638			17			T			35.14.4.2			638.17			"PPDU bandwidth (less than or equal to 20 MHz only for
20 MHz only STA, 80 MHz for 80 MHz STA, 160 MHz or 320 MHz)" -- precedence unclear			Clarify			Joint									Resolution approved			Liwen Chu			23/0746r1			J			REJECTED
The CID is related to the text of “…for each <EHT-MCS, NSS> tuple, NSS = 1, 2, …, 8, and PPDU bandwidth (less than or equal to 20 MHz only for 20 MHz only STA, 80 MHz for 80 MHz STA, 160 MHz or 320 MHz) from the Supported EHT-MCS And NSS Set field received from the first STA”. The combination of MCS, Nss, bandwidth is defined by the Supported EHT-MCS And NSS Set field received from the first STA as mentioned in the draft. Another observation is that the related is copied from 802.11 baseline spec with the change from HE/EHT to EHT.						553			N									2023-05-17T18:57:43Z			


			17124			Mark RISON			Yes			35.14.5			638			56			E			35.14.5			638.56			" except the Beacon frames " spurious article			Delete "the".  Ditto at 639.30			Joint									Resolution approved			Liwen Chu			23/0746r1			J			REJECTED
“the Beacon frames” is used in 802.11 Revme D3.0 21 times.						553			N									2023-05-17T18:57:43Z			


			17125			Mark RISON			Yes			35.14.6			639			34			T			35.14.6			639.34			"in an EHT MU PPDU with RUs" -- all MU PPDUs have RUs, no?			Delete "with RUs"			Joint									Resolution approved			Liwen Chu			23/0746r1			V			REVISED
This subclause is for the EHT MU PPDU that addressed to multiple STAs through DL MU MIMO or DL OFDMA.

TGbe editor to make changes in https://mentor.ieee.org/802.11/dcn/23/11-23-0746-01 with CID tag 17125.
						553			I			3.2						2023-05-17T18:57:43Z			


			17126			Mark RISON			Yes			35.15.1			640			51			E			35.15.1			640.51			"An EHT AP operating in 5 or 6 GHz band" missing article			As it says in the comment			MAC									Resolution approved			Abhishek Patil			23/0304r3			V			REVISED
Agree with comment. Text is amended for better clarity, including missing articles wherever appropriate.
TGbe editor: please implement changes as shown in 11-23/304r3 (https://mentor.ieee.org/802.11/dcn/23/11-23-0304-03) tagged 17126.						549			I			3.2						2023-05-17T18:53:29Z			


			17127			Mark RISON			Yes			35.15.1			640			52			E			35.15.1			640.52			"an BSS" should be "a BSS"			As it says in the comment			MAC									Resolution approved			Abhishek Patil			23/0304r3			A			ACCEPTED						549			I			3.2						2023-05-17T18:53:29Z			


			17128			Mark RISON			Yes			35.15.1			640			63			E			35.15.1			640.63			"In 6 GHz band, " missing article.  Next two bullets too			As it says in the comment			MAC									Resolution approved			Abhishek Patil			23/0304r3			V			REVISED
Agree. Amended as suggested.
TGbe editor: please implement changes as shown in 11-23/304r3 (https://mentor.ieee.org/802.11/dcn/23/11-23-0304-03) tagged 17128.						549			I			3.2						2023-05-17T18:53:29Z			


			17129			Mark RISON			Yes			35.15.1			640			8			E			35.15.1			640.08			"The announced HE BSS operating channel width by an EHT AP shall not be 80+80 MHz." is weird			Change to "An EHT AP shall not announce an 80+80 MHz HE BSS operating channel width."			MAC									Resolution approved			Abhishek Patil			23/0645r2			V			REVISED
Agree. Amended as suggested and removed “HE” as per suggestion by CID 17314 in https://mentor.ieee.org/802.11/dcn/23/11-23-0645-02.
TGbe editor: please implement changes as shown in 11-23/645r2 (https://mentor.ieee.org/802.11/dcn/23/11-23-0645-02) tagged 17129.						555			I			3.2						2023-05-17T19:01:54Z			


			17130			Mark RISON			Yes			35.15.1			643			49			E			35.15.1			643.49			"set 20MHz-Only Limited Capabilities Support subfield" missing article			As it says in the comment			MAC									Resolution approved			Abhishek Patil			23/0645r2			V			REVISED
Agree. Amended as suggested.

TGbe editor: please implement changes as shown in 11-23/645r2 (https://mentor.ieee.org/802.11/dcn/23/11-23-0645-02) tagged 17130.
						555			I			3.2						2023-05-17T19:01:54Z			


			17131			Mark RISON			Yes			35									E			35			0.00			"if exists" should be "if it exists" (5x)			As it says in the comment			MAC									Resolution approved			EDITOR			23/1009r0			A			ACCEPTED
Note to the Editor:  In D3.2, there are only 3 locations that are 542.60, 546.42, and 597.23.						570			I			4.0						2023-07-13T16:34:33Z			


			17132			Mark RISON			Yes			35.15.1			643			53			T			35.15.1			643.53			"per the maximum supported channel width being equal to 20 MHz" -- I don't understand what this means			Clarify			MAC									Resolution approved			Abhishek Patil			23/0645r2			V			REVISED
Agree with the comment. Paragraph is amended to clarify the intent.
TGbe editor: please implement changes as shown in 11-23/645r2 (https://mentor.ieee.org/802.11/dcn/23/11-23-0645-02) tagged 17132.						555			N						This CID is implemented by CID 17318.			2023-05-17T19:01:54Z			


			17133			Mark RISON			Yes			35.15.1			643			55			E			35.15.1			643.55			"20 MHz-Only Limited Capabilities Support subfield" missing article			As it says in the comment			MAC									Resolution approved			Abhishek Patil			23/0645r2			V			REVISED
Agree. Amended as suggested.

TGbe editor: please implement changes as shown in 11-23/645r2 (https://mentor.ieee.org/802.11/dcn/23/11-23-0645-02) tagged 17133.
						555			I			3.2						2023-05-17T19:01:54Z			


			17134			Mark RISON			Yes			35.15.2			643			60			E			35.15.2			643.60			"An EHT AP may add the Disabled Subchannel Bitmap subfield in the EHT Operation element it includes in
transmitted Management frames. " says nothing that's not said more clearly in the next 2 sentences			Delete the cited text			MAC						TTT members:  Hanqing Lou			Resolution approved			Yanjun Sun			23/0728r1			A			ACCEPTED						561			I			3.2						2023-05-18T21:01:31Z			


			17135			Mark RISON			Yes			35.15.2			644			5			E			35.15.2			644.05			"the Table" should be "the table"			As it says in the comment			MAC						TTT members:  Hanqing Lou			Resolution approved			Yanjun Sun			23/0728r1			A			ACCEPTED						561			I			3.2						2023-05-18T21:01:31Z			


			17136			Mark RISON			Yes			35.15.2			644			7			E			35.15.2			644.07			"may" should be "shall"			As it says in the comment			MAC						TTT members:  Hanqing Lou			Resolution approved			Yanjun Sun			23/0728r1			A			ACCEPTED						561			I			3.2						2023-05-18T21:01:31Z			


			17137			Mark RISON			Yes			35.15.2			644			37			E			35.15.2			644.37			"implicit BAR" should be "Implicit BAR"			As it says in the comment			MAC						TTT members:  Hanqing Lou			Resolution approved			Yanjun Sun			23/0728r1			A			ACCEPTED						561			I			3.2						2023-05-18T21:01:31Z			


			17138			Mark RISON			Yes			35.15.2			644			59			E			35.15.2			644.59			"Regardless if the EHT AP" should be "Regardless of whether the EHT AP"			As it says in the comment			MAC						TTT members:  Hanqing Lou			Resolution approved			Yanjun Sun			23/0728r1			V			REVISED
Agree with the commenter in principle and the referred text has been revised.
Tgbe editor please implement changes as shown in doc 11-23/0728r1 (https://mentor.ieee.org/802.11/dcn/23/11-23-0728-01) tagged as #16360						561			N						This CID is implemented by CID 16360.			2023-05-18T21:01:31Z			


			17139			Mark RISON			Yes			35.17			653			8			E			35.17			653.08			"establishes SCS stream" missing article			As it says in the comment			MAC						TTT members:  Yonggang Fang			Resolution approved			Dibakar Das			23/0609r2			V			REVISED
Added corresponding articles.
TGbe editor: please implement changes as shown in doc 11-23/0609r2 (https://mentor.ieee.org/802.11/dcn/23/11-23-0609-02) tagged as #17139						563			I			3.2						2023-05-22T16:22:23Z			


			17140			Mark RISON			Yes			35.17			653			13			E			35.17			653.13			"containing SCS Descriptor element" missing article			As it says in the comment.  Also line 15			MAC						TTT members:  Yonggang Fang			Resolution approved			Dibakar Das			23/0609r2			V			REVISED
Added corresponding articles.
TGbe editor: please implement changes as shown in doc 11-23/0609r2 (https://mentor.ieee.org/802.11/dcn/23/11-23-0609-02) tagged as #17140						563			I			3.2						2023-05-22T16:22:23Z			


			17141			Mark RISON			Yes												E						0.00			Articles are missing left, right and centre			Put in the missing articles			Joint									Resolution approved			Yuchen Guo			23/1116r0			J			REJECTED
The commenter does not provide enough information to determine where an appropriate change needs to be made.						582			N									2023-07-13T10:21:19Z			


			17142			Mark RISON			Yes			35.18			655			17			E			35.18			655.17			"is" should be "are"			As it says in the comment			MAC									Resolution approved			Dibakar Das			23/1202r1			A			ACCEPTED						579			N						This CID is implemented by CID 15444.			2023-07-13T10:03:33Z			


			17143			Mark RISON			Yes			35.18			655			21			E			35.18			655.21			" MSCS procedure" missing article			As it says in the comment			MAC									Resolution approved			Dibakar Das			23/1202r1			V			REVISED
Added “the” before “MSCS procedure”.
TGbe editor: please implement changes as shown in doc 11-23/1202r1 (https://mentor.ieee.org/802.11/dcn/23/11-23-1202-01) tagged as #17143						579			I			4.0						2023-07-13T16:34:33Z			


			19212			Sanghyun Kim			Yes			35.3.12.4			542			62			T			35.3.12.4			542.62			Because the Bitmap Size subfield can be set to the difference between the largest and smallest link ID value amongst the bits that are set to 1 in the Per-Link Traffic Indication Bitmap subfield(s), interpretation of the Per-Link Traffic Indication Bitmap subfield needs to be corrected. For example, if the Bitmap size subfield is determined to be 3-1 = 2 (the largest link ID set to 1 is 3, and the smallest is 1), then B0 in the Per-Link Traffic Indication Bitmap subfield should correspond to Link ID 1, and B2 should correspond to Link ID 3.			Link ID offset information should be provided along with the Bitmap size subfield, and the link ID corresponding to B0 in the Per-Link Traffic Indication Bitmap subfield should be determined based on the information.			MAC									Resolution approved			Minyoung Park			23/1753r0			J			REJECTED
No consensus on this CID by this group based on the straw poll conducted on November 10, 2023.  The straw poll result was 20 Yes, 21 No, 7 Abstain.						648			N									2023-11-15T00:30:40Z			


			19213			Sanghyun Kim			Yes			35.3.12.4			543			55			T			35.3.12.4			543.55			Even if a non-AP MLD has successfully negotiated TID-to-Link mapping, the Per-Link Traffic Indication subfield might not be indicated depending on the TID of the BU for that non-AP MLD.
It is neccessary adding a rule for the non-AP MLD that has successfully negotiated TID-to-link mapping and does not receive ML-TIM element.			Please add the following rule:

When a non-AP MLD that has successfully negotiated TID-to-link mapping and not all TIDs are mapped to all the enabled links detects that the bit corresponding to its AID is equal to 1 in the TIM element and does not receive the corresponding Per-Link Traffic Indication Bitmap subfield, any non-AP STA affiliated with the non-AP MLD may issue a PS-Poll frame, or a U-APSD trigger frame if the STA is using U-APSD and all ACs are delivery enabled, to retrieve buffered BU(s) from the AP MLD.			MAC									Resolution approved			Minyoung Park			23/1803r2			V			REVISED
Agree in principle. Deleted ‘that is in the default mapping mode’ in the paragraph in P553L31 so that this paragraph can apply to any non-AP MLD that detects its corresponding TIM bit is set to 1 in TIM element and there is no MLTI element or the corresponding Per-Link Traffic Indication Bitmap n subfield.
Also added the ‘all TIDs mapped to all enabled links’ in the paragraph (P543L46) for the link recommendation case.
TGbe editor to make the changes with the CID tag (#19213) in doc.: IEEE 802.11-23/1803r2
[https://mentor.ieee.org/802.11/dcn/23/11-23-1803-02-00be-lb275-cr-misc.docx]						654			I			5.0						2023-11-16T20:41:28Z			


			19214			Sanghyun Kim			Yes			35.3.7.2.3			523			1			T			35.3.7.2.3			523.01			An MLD can omit indicating preferred link information for a specific TID when transmitting the TID-to-Link Mapping Response. In this case, the receiving MLD of the TID-to-Link Mapping Response frame unable to know the preferred mapping status for the TID that was not indicated.			One of the following two options could be considered

1. TIDs for which preferred link mapping is not specified are interpreted as preferring mapping to all setup links

2. When indicating preferred TID-to-link mapping, an MLD shall indicate preferred link mapping for all TIDs			MAC									Resolution approved			Yongho Seok			23/1543r1			J			REJECTED
Not providing a preferred link information for a specific TID is that the AP does not have any preferred link information at this moment.						622			N									2023-09-14T23:28:57Z			


			19453			Sanghyun Kim			Yes			35.3.24.2			578			42			T			35.3.24.2			578.42			The current explanation can lead to a misunderstanding that the STA transmitting the TWT Request frame is the TWT requesting STA. Please clarify that the TWT requesting STA is the STA on the Link where the TWT agreement is established. Similar clarifications are needed regarding the TWT responding STA as well.			As in comment			MAC									Resolution approved			Ming Gan			23/1789r0			J			REJECTED
The definition of the TWT requesting STA and the TWT responding STA is the same as baseline in REVme D3.0 as shown below in P128L40:

STA that transmits a TWT element with the TWT Request subfield equal to 1 is a TWT requesting STA
or TWT scheduled STA. Otherwise, it is a TWT responding STA or TWT scheduling STA.
						642			N									2023-11-15T00:03:33Z			


			19892			Sanghyun Kim			Yes			35.3.6.4			517			6			T			35.3.6.4			517.06			Need to be clarified whether the agreements established between a non-AP STA and an AP, such as TWT agreements, are inherited by the new link when the non-AP STA changes its setup link.			As in comment.			MAC									Resolution approved			Binita Gupta			23/1771r1			V			REVISED
When a link is deleted as part of the ML reconfiguration to the ML setup all the information associated with that link is deleted from the ML setup of that non-AP MLD. When delete link + add link are indicated for the same non-AP STA, the same rules still apply for the delete link. Hence, if any TWT agreements were on the deleted links, those get deleted and not transferred to the new link. Text was added for CID 20032 in 23/1542r4 (https://mentor.ieee.org/802.11/dcn/23/11-23-1542-04) indicating that all information for a link is deleted upon deletion of that link. No further changes needed.						654			N						This CID is implemented by CID 20032.			2023-11-16T20:41:28Z			


			16468			Sidharth Thakur			No												G						0.00			There seem to several unanswered questions about the use of EMLSR and EMLMR that need to be resolved in future drafts.						MAC									Resolution approved			Minyoung Park			23/0662r4			J			REJECTED
This is invalid comment. 

It fails to locate and identify the issue.  Fails to identify changes in sufficient detail so that the specific wording of the changes can be determined.
						555			N									2023-05-17T19:01:54Z			
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802 EC Consent Motions
Motion to approve forwarding IEEE Std 802.15.3™-2023 to ISO/IEC JTC1/SC6  for information:
Approve submission of the following project IEEE Std 802.15.3™-2023 to ISO/IEC JTC1/SC6 for 
information under the PSDO agreement.


Moved by: Clint Powell
Seconded by: Edward Au


The following motion was approved during the November 2023 WG15 Closing Plenary.
Motion: Move that the IEEE 802.15 WG requests that IEEE 802 EC approve submission of the 
following project IEEE Std 802.15.3™-2023 to ISO/IEC JTC1/SC6 for information under the PSDO 
agreement.


Moved: Ann Krieger
Seconded: Phil Beecher
No discussion, DVL vote:  31/1/4 (Y/N/A)
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802 EC Consent Motions
Motion to approve forwarding IEEE Std 802.15.4y™-2021 to ISO/IEC JTC1/SC6  for information:
Approve submission of the following project IEEE Std 802.15.4y™-2021 to ISO/IEC JTC1/SC6 for 
information under the PSDO agreement.


Moved by: Clint Powell
Seconded by: Edward Au


The following motion was approved during the November 2023 WG15 Closing Plenary.
Motion: Move that the IEEE 802.15 WG requests that IEEE 802 EC approve submission of the 
following project IEEE Std 802.15.4y™-2021 to ISO/IEC JTC1/SC6 for information under the PSDO 
agreement.


Moved: Ann Krieger
Seconded: Phil Beecher
No discussion, DVL vote:  39/0/2 (Y/N/A)
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Motion to forward PAR ands CSD for Next Generation Smart Utility Networks (SUN) PHY:
IEEE 802.15 WG requests IEEE 802 LMSC to approve forwarding P802.15.4ad PAR 
documentation in https://mentor.ieee.org/802.15/dcn/23/15-23-0436-08-04ad-p802-15-
4ad-draft-par-on-sun-phys.pdf to NesCom and approve CSD documentation in 
https://mentor.ieee.org/802.15/dcn/23/15-23-0494-03-04ad-next-gen-sun-phys-draft-
csd.docx.


Moved: Clint Powell
Seconded by: Edward Au


The following motion was approved during the November 2023 WG15 Closing Plenary.
Motion: Move that the PAR and CSD contained in documents [15-23-0436-08-04ad] and 
[15-23-0494-03-04ad], respectively, be approved by the IEEE 802.15 WG and that the EC 
be requested to forward the PAR to NesCom. The 802.15 working group chair and 
technical editor are authorized to make additional modifications to the PAR and CSD as 
needed to reflect EC discussion at its closing meeting.


Moved: Thomas Almholt
Seconded: Phil Beecher
No discussion, DVL vote:  34/1/4 (Y/N/A)


Regular Motion



https://mentor.ieee.org/802.15/dcn/23/15-23-0436-08-04ad-p802-15-4ad-draft-par-on-sun-phys.pdf

https://mentor.ieee.org/802.15/dcn/23/15-23-0436-08-04ad-p802-15-4ad-draft-par-on-sun-phys.pdf

https://mentor.ieee.org/802.15/dcn/23/15-23-0494-03-04ad-next-gen-sun-phys-draft-csd.docx

https://mentor.ieee.org/802.15/dcn/23/15-23-0494-03-04ad-next-gen-sun-phys-draft-csd.docx
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Motion to recharter Study Group on Next Generation Smart Utility Networks (SUN) PHY:
IEEE 802.15 WG requests IEEE 802 LMSC to Grant the first rechartering of the IEEE 802.15 
WG “Next Generation Smart Utility Networks (SUN) PHY” Study Group to consider 
development of a Project Authorization Request (PAR) and Criteria for Standards 
Development (CSD) responses for improving the SUN PHY specification.


Moved: Clint Powell
Seconded by: Edward Au


The following motion was approved during the November 2023 WG15 Closing Plenary.
Motion: That the 802.15 Working Group seeks approval from the IEEE 802 LMSC to 
extend the study group in 802.15 to develop the PAR and CSD documents for SG SUN 
PHYs.


Moved: Thomas Almholt
Seconded: Phil Beecher
No discussion, DVL vote:  34/0/2 (Y/N/A)


Regular Motion
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November 2023
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Summary List of Packages Supporting 
Motions to Proceed to SA Ballot


1. P802.15.7a to SA Ballot
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P802.15.7a Report to EC on Unconditional Approval to go 
to SA Ballot


Date: 2023-11-16
Author(s):


Name Affiliations Address Phone Email


Yeong Min 
Jang


Kookmin
University


yjang@kookmin.ac.kr
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Introduction


• This document contains the report to the IEEE 802 Executive Committee in 
support of the request for unconditional approval to send P802.15.7a/D6 to 
SA Ballot.


• The WG motion to request unconditional approval was approved during 
the November session of the 802.15 Working Group on November 16, 2023.
• Passed in the Working Group 36/0/4 (Y/N/A)







doc.: IEEE 802.15-23-0614-00


Submission


November 2023


Clint Powell, HID GlobalSlide 12


Status Summary


• The P802.15.7a  Draft went through five WG Letter Ballots. Draft 
P802.15.7a/D6 achieved 100% approval.


- LB 192 (Y/N/A) 69/4/15, 445 comments
- LB 195 (Y/N/A) 76/4/16, 143 comments
- LB 196 (Y/N/A) 80/2/16, 74 comments
- LB 198 (Y/N/A) 83/0/17, 19 comments
- LB 199 (Y/N/A) 84/0/17, 0 comments


• All comments are resolved.
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802.15 WG Letter Ballot Results – P802.15.7a
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802.15 WG Letter Ballot Comments – P802.15.7a


Ballot 
ID


Ballot Close 
Date


Title Total Number of 
Comments received 
(Yes and No votes)


192 10-Nov-2022 Technical Letter Ballot for P802.15.7a/D2 445 (175 T, 270 E)


195 17-Feb-2023 First recirculation draft, P802.15.7a/D3 143 (57 T, 86 E)


196 08-June-2023 Second recirculation draft, P802.15.7a/D4 74 (45 T, 29 E)


198 25-Aug-2023 Third recirculation draft, P802.15.7a/D5 19 (0 T, 19 E)
199 06-Oct-2023 Fourth recirculation draft, P802.15.7a/D6 0 (0 T, 0 E)


Total 681 (277 T, 404 E)
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IEEE-SA Mandatory Editorial Coordination


Mandatory Editorial Coordination (MEC) was requested on 22 September 
2023 and completed on 6 October 2023


- Received from Michelle Turner Thu 10/19/2023 4:09 AM (HI time)


Hi Clint,


Please let this email serve as the official MEC for IEEE P802.15.7a. My comment is:
This draft meets all editorial requirements.


Michelle Turner
Senior Manager, Content Production and Management
IEEE Standards Association
e-mail: m.d.turner@ieee.org
PH: +1 732 562 3825; FAX: +1 732 562 1571 
Cell: +1 732 540 2992 
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Unsatisfied Comments


There are no (0) “Disapprove” votes and no (0) must-be-
satisfied comments.
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P802.15.7a Timeline


Open Close
First SA Ballot Dec 15, 2023 Jan 14, 2024
Second SA Ballot Mar 17, 2024 Apr 2, 2024
Third SA Ballot May 20, 2024 June 5, 2024
EC to Revcom July 19, 2024
Revcom to SB Sep 26, 2024
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WG Motion


WG 802.15 has reviewed and approved the CSD document [15-19-0297-03-
0vat], and the CA document [15-22-0292-r3], and requests unconditional 
approval from the EC to submit P802.15.7a_D6 to Standards Association ballot.


Moved By: Yeong Min Jang 
Seconded By: Phil Beecher
Vote: 36/0/4 (Y/N/A), motion carries
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Motion
• 802 EC: 


Approve sending IEEE P802.15.7a_D6 to Standards Association Ballot.
Confirm the CSD for P802.15.7a in
https://mentor.ieee.org/802.15/dcn/19/15-19-0297-03-0vat-csd-for-high-rate-occ-
task-group.docx 


Move: Clint Powell
Second: Edward Au



https://mentor.ieee.org/802.15/dcn/19/15-19-0297-03-0vat-csd-for-high-rate-occ-task-group.docx

https://mentor.ieee.org/802.15/dcn/19/15-19-0297-03-0vat-csd-for-high-rate-occ-task-group.docx
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IEEE 802.3 motions


IEEE 802 LMSC


Friday 17 November 2023
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5.044 ME: IEEE P802.3dh Multi-Gigabit 


Automotive Ethernet over Plastic Optical Fiber 


PAR withdrawal request to NesCom
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IEEE P802.3dh Multi-Gigabit Automotive Ethernet over 


Plastic Optical Fiber PAR withdrawal request to NesCom
PAR timeline


Project approved on 2 Jun 2020 as part of the original IEEE P802.3cz PAR


Split from the IEEE P802.3cz PAR as IEEE P802.3dh PAR on 13 May 2022


PAR item 5.3
5.3 Is the completion of this standard contingent upon the completion of another standard? Yes


Explanation: IEC 60793-2-40:2021 has been proposed for early revision to address automotive 
applications. Wavelength of operation will be considered as well as bandwidth and attenuation 
specifications and mechanical properties.


https://ieee802.org/3/dh/P802d3dh_PAR.pdf 


IEC 60793-2-40 status
IEC TC 86 Fibre optics (Category B liaison) liaison report


IEC SC86A WG1 has no update on progress towards standardizing an A4j (POF) multimode fiber for 
automotive applications


https://ieee802.org/3/minutes/nov23/IEC%20TC86%20Liaison%20Report%20for%20November
%202023%20IEEE%20802.3%20Plenary.pdf 



https://ieee802.org/3/dh/P802d3dh_PAR.pdf

https://ieee802.org/3/minutes/nov23/IEC%20TC86%20Liaison%20Report%20for%20November%202023%20IEEE%20802.3%20Plenary.pdf

https://ieee802.org/3/minutes/nov23/IEC%20TC86%20Liaison%20Report%20for%20November%202023%20IEEE%20802.3%20Plenary.pdf
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IEEE P802.3dh Multi-Gigabit Automotive Ethernet over 


Plastic Optical Fiber PAR withdrawal request to NesCom
Motion:


Approve forwarding IEEE P802.3dh PAR withdrawal request to NesCom


M: Law S: D'Ambrosia


Y: ??, N: ??, A: ?? 


Working Group vote


Y: 78, N: 18, A: 23
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7.056 II: Liaison reply to ITU-T SG15


regarding G.652 fiber link property
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Liaison reply to ITU-T SG15


regarding G.652 fiber link property


The IEEE 802.3 liaison reply to ITU-T SG15 regarding G.652 fiber link property 


can be accessed at https://mentor.ieee.org/802-ec/dcn/23/ec-23-0216-01-00EC-


liaison-reply-to-itu-t-sg15-regarding-g-652-fiber-link-property.pdf


Working Group vote to approve letter


Y: 88, N: 0, A: 2



https://mentor.ieee.org/802-ec/dcn/23/ec-23-0216-01-00EC-liaison-reply-to-itu-t-sg15-regarding-g-652-fiber-link-property.pdf

https://mentor.ieee.org/802-ec/dcn/23/ec-23-0216-01-00EC-liaison-reply-to-itu-t-sg15-regarding-g-652-fiber-link-property.pdf
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Executive Secretary Agenda Items 


2023 November IEEE 802 Plenary


Jon Rosdahl


IEEE 802 Executive Secretary


jrosdahl@ieee.org 
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Event Conduct and Safety Statement 


• IEEE believes that science, technology, and engineering are fundamental 


human activities, for which openness, international collaboration, and the free 


flow of talent and ideas are essential. Its meetings, conferences, and other 


events seek to enable engaging, thought-provoking conversations that 


support IEEE’s core mission of advancing technology for humanity. 


Accordingly, IEEE is committed to providing a safe, productive, and 


welcoming environment to all participants, including staff and vendors, at 


IEEE-related events.
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Event Conduct and Safety Statement


• IEEE has no tolerance for discrimination, harassment, or 


bullying in any form at IEEE-related events.  All 


participants have the right to pursue shared interests 


without harassment or discrimination in an environment 


that supports diversity and inclusion.  Participants are 


expected to adhere to these principles and respect the 


rights of others. 


• IEEE seeks to provide a secure environment at its 


events. Participants should report any behavior 


inconsistent with the principles outlined here, to onsite 


staff, security or venue personnel, or 


toeventconduct@ieee.org.
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IEEE 802 Opening EC Mtg – November 12, 2023


• Agenda Items 


– 6.02 – II Current / Future venues 30 Mins


a. Event Summary and Important Information


b. Registration Reminder


c. Straw Poll for WGs


d. Future Venue Contract Status


e. Other Future Sessions


f. Review RFP Status


g. Discussion on July 2025/Nov 2025


- 6.04 – DT Student Outreach AdHoc 5 Mins


Review AdHoc Call
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2023 Nov 802 Plenary Registration report


as of 11/12/23 – 4:00pm HT







November 2023 
IEEE 802 Plenary Session
Event Summary and Important Information


Prepared By: Face to Face Events and Jon Rosdahl, November 12, 2023







IEEE 802 Newcomer Orientation


Monday November 13th at 9:00 AM


WHO: IEEE 802 Newcomers (and all others!) 


WHAT: IEEE 802 Orientation Program, Details at <https://t.ly/pdtku>


WHEN: Monday 13 November, 9-10 HST 


WHERE: IEEE 802 Calendar https://ieee802.org/802tele_calendar.html


HOW TO PREPARE: Please take an hour and get to up speed with a high-level view of IEEE 802 and how it works before 


you plunge into the session. IEEE 802.15 First Vice Chair Phil Beecher will lead the program. Your questions will be 


answered. 


REGISTRATION FEE: Registration for the IEEE 802 Plenary Session (with fee) is required, whether attending in-person or 


remotely. 



https://t.ly/pdtku

https://ieee802.org/802tele_calendar.html





In Person Registration Times and Location


● Sunday
○ Registration Counter, Coral Lounge in Mid Pacific Conference Center


○ 5:00 PM - 7:30 PM


● Monday - Wednesday
○ Registration Counter, Coral Lounge in Mid Pacific Conference Center


○ 7:30 AM - 5:00 PM


● Thursday
○ Event Office, Tiare at Kalia Executive Conference Center


○ 8:00 AM - 5:00 PM







Meeting Planner Contact Information


Dawn Slykhouse, Face to Face Events


Mobile: +1 (408) 594-1342


Email: dawns@facetoface-events.com


Lisa Ronmark, Face to Face Events


Mobile: +1 (604) 316-4947


Email: lisa@facetoface-events.com


Stephanie Williams, Face to Face Events


Mobile: +1 (408) 497-9613 


Email: stephanie@facetoface-events.com


Meeting Planner Office: Kalia Executive 
Conference Center, Tiare


Registration: Mid Pacific Conference Center, 
Coral Lounge



mailto:dawns@facetoface-events.com

mailto:lisa@facetoface-events.com

mailto:stephanie@facetoface-events.com





Network Access Information 


SSID: IEEE802


● Password: ieeeieee 


● Encryption Type: WPA2/WPA3 


SSID: IEEE802-6G


● Password: ieeeieee 


● Encryption Type: WPA3 


● Support for 6GHz WiFi


Local Document Server for IEEE 802 
Documents:  http://ieee802.linespeed.com/


Network Provider and Onsite Network Support 


The November 2023 IEEE 802 Plenary Session 


Network Provider is Linespeed Events. 


Richard Alfvin
Mobile: +1 (585) 781-0952 
Email: rick@linespeed.com


Members of the Linespeed team can be dispatched 


by contacting the Meeting Planner directly or by 


placing a request at the event registration desk.



http://ieee802.linespeed.com/

mailto:rick@linespeed.com





Schedule of Sessions and Attendance


SCHEDULE OF SESSIONS


In Person Room Assignments: Schedule QR codes posted outside each meeting room and 


on your badge hand out. http://schedule.802world.com/schedule/schedule/show


Virtual Participation: https://ieee802.org/802tele_calendar.html


ATTENDANCE TOOL (IMAT) :  https://imat.ieee.org/ 


REGISTRATION FEE REQUIREMENT REMINDER


Payment of the session registration fee is required for all individuals who participate in any session 


associated with the November 2023 IEEE 802 Plenary Session. Registration: https://cvent.me/nwK28E



http://schedule.802world.com/schedule/schedule/show

https://ieee802.org/802tele_calendar.html

https://cvent.me/nwK28E





Audio Visual Support - In Person Sessions 


WHO TO CONTACT IF AUDIO VISUAL EQUIPMENT ISN’T WORKING IN YOUR ONSITE MEETING ROOM


Please contact the Meeting Planner directly if you have any issues with the audio visual equipment in your 


meeting room. The Meeting Planner will contact support and  the appropriate technician will be sent to 


assist as soon as possible.


Meeting Planner can be reached at:


● Registration and Information Desk: Coral Lounge


● Event Office: Tiare


● Via Text or Call: Lisa Ronmark: +1 (604) 316-4947, Stephanie Williams +1 (408) 497-9613 


WEBEX AUDIO IN THE ONSITE MEETING ROOM


If you are a local participant, PLEASE, select “Don’t connect to audio” when joining the WebEx session. 


Connecting to the audio, November cause an audio feedback loop that prevents the meeting from 


proceeding







Food and Beverage Breaks


Light Breakfast
Coral Lounge, 2nd Floor 


Monday - Friday 
7:15 AM - 8:15 AM


Morning Coffee & Tea Break
Coral Lounge, 2nd Floor


Monday - Thursday 
9:50 AM - 10:35 AM


Lunch
Coral III, 2nd Floor
Monday - Thursday 
12:00 PM - 1:30 PM


Afternoon Break
Coral Lounge, 2nd Floor


Monday - Thursday 
3:00 PM - 4:00 PM


FOR REGISTERED ATTENDEES ONLY







Request for information on F&B Friday needs


● During WG Opening Meetings


● 1. If you will attend one of the three meetings on Friday, November 17, 2023 ( 802 EC 


Closing Plenary, the 802.11 Closing Plenary or the 802.1 " IEC/IEEE 60802" meeting ) will 


you participate (eat/drink) : 


■ With breakfast? -


■ with the AM Break? -


■ With lunch? -


■ With PM Break Due end by end of Monday (Today)


14







IEEE 802 Networking Social


Wednesday November 15th at 6:30 PM


WHO: All registered attendees and their guests.


WHAT: Casual Networking Reception with refreshments, bar service and musical entertainment. 


WHERE: Great Lawn


PARTICIPATION WRISTBANDS


All individuals (including children over the age 8) attending the Social event must wear a wrist band. 


Wrist Bands and drink ticket shall be distributed with Name Badges at the Plenary Session registration 


desk. If you plan to have guests attend please pick up their wrist bands by this time. Late requests may 


not be accommodated. 


Please contact the Meeting Planner if have any questions.







Resort Map - Meeting Space, Lunches, Social Locations Highlighted







The next IEEE 802 Plenary Session will be March 10-15, 2024. The session will be a Mixed 


Mode with In-Person participation at the Hyatt Regency Denver. If you have any questions 


please email: 802info@facetoface-events.com


● Information and Registration


● IEEE 802 Session Registration opens Dec 1, 2023


○ Early Registration Deadline : Friday January 12, 2024


○ Group Hotel Reservations: Hyatt Regency Denver at Colorado Convention Center


■ Available Soon


○ Hotel Reservation Booking Cut Off Date: February 16, 2024


Future Plenary Sessions (802world.org)


Next IEEE 802 Plenary Session – March 2024



mailto:802info@facetoface-events.com

https://802world.org/plenary/future-plenary-sessions/
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Basic Room Resource Allocation


Big meetings
(≥ 100, e.g., WG plenaries)


• Head table (5)


• 1 projector/screen


• 2 tables mics


• 1 or 2 floor mics
• Sound system
 (speakers, sound board, etc.)


• Ethernet/HDMI/USB


• Scarlett Audio Interface


Medium meetings
(35-100, e.g., Task Forces)


Smaller meetings
(30 or less)


• Head table (3)


• 1 projector/screen


• 1 table mic


• 1 floor mic
• Sound system 
 (speakers, sound board, etc.)


• Ethernet/HDMI/USB


• Scarlett Audio Interface


• U-shaped or board 


meeting setup


• 1 room microphone


• Portable or 
speakerphone-type


• Sound system 
 (speakers, sound board, etc.)


• Ethernet/HDMI/USB


• Scarlett Audio Interface
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Scarlett
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Scarlett Solo – Audio Interface by Focusrite


the USB connector not only supplies 5 VDC @ 900mA but also serves as the digital 


communication interface between WebEx and the Focusrite audio mixer.  


Known Issue of connection dropping on newer models of Notebooks and Laptops.


Our Scarlett Boxes are 3rd Generation – Driver update can be found here:


https://downloads.focusrite.com/focusrite/scarlett-3rd-gen/scarlett-solo-3rd-gen



https://downloads.focusrite.com/focusrite/scarlett-3rd-gen/scarlett-solo-3rd-gen
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Suggested best practices


1. One central laptop/computer per meeting connects at head table.


2. Local speakers' queue/speak only at a microphone when called on.


3. Remote speakers request to speak via chat window and only speak when called on.


4. Presenters have chair (central laptop) share the presentation


5. Local attendees when logged into WebEx SHALL NOT connect Audio.


6. When Starting a meeting the host should do the following:


1. Select “Meeting” -> “Meeting Options” -> [Disable] “Allow Participant to turn on 


Video”


2. Select “Participant” -> [Enable] “Mute on Entry”.


7. For the Host and Remote Attendees connecting to Webex, Configure Webex Audio to 


use “Music Mode”.


8. If newer laptop, load updated Focusrite Scarlett Gen-3 drivers.


▪ Driver updates can be found here:


https://downloads.focusrite.com/focusrite/scarlett-3rd-gen/scarlett-solo-3rd-gen



https://downloads.focusrite.com/focusrite/scarlett-3rd-gen/scarlett-solo-3rd-gen
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Mixed-mode Meeting Protocol
• In-room Attendees:


– In Webex choose connect without audio before you join


– Use the Webex queue to indicate you want to speak


– Wait to be called on while standing/holding a microphone to make a 


comment


– Repeat any questions that are inadvertently asked away from the 


microphone


• Remote Attendees:
– Join Webex and set Webex audio as ‘music’


– Use the Webex chat window to indicate you want to speak (“q”)


– Wait to be called on to speak


Sample Intro Meeting Slide
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Future Venue Contract Status
2024 March 10-15 – Hyatt Regency Denver at Colorado Convention Center, Denver, CO, (March 2021)


2024 July 14-19 – Sheraton Le Centre Montreal, Montreal, Quebec, Canada (July 2020)


2024 Nov 10-15 –Hyatt Regency Vancouver, Vancouver, Canada (Nov 2021)


2025 March 9-14 –Hilton Atlanta, Atlanta, GA, United States (2 of 2 – March 2020).


❖ 2025 July 13-18 –Melia Castilla, Madrid Spain


❖ Was Marriott Madrid Auditorium (July 2021) – Changed to co-locate with IETF the week after.


❖ 2025 Nov 9-14 – Open –RFP NA


❖ 2026 March 8-13 -, Hyatt Regency Vancuver


❖ Was Hyatt Regency Chicago (March 2024) changed due to cancel of Hyatt Regency Chicago


❖ 2026 July 13-18 – Le Centre Sheraton Montreal, Montreal (July 2022 attrition offset)


❑ 2026 Nov 8-13 - Open – RFP Asia


➢ 2027 March –Hilton Atlanta, Atlanta, GA, United States ( offset potential shortfall 2023/2025)


❑ 2027 July  11-16 - Open –RFP Europe


2027 Nov 14-19 – Hawaiian Village, Oahu, Hawaii, United States


❖ 802 EC Approved – Contract is being Negotiated.
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Plenary RFP Targets


1. IEEE 802 Plenary Sessions are held Mar/July/Nov each year. 


- one in Asia in Even years and one in Europe in Odd years.


The room block is about 2400 – Estimate 450-500 in person.


Specific Requirements for Meeting Space/Network/AV etc. is located in Doc 802 EC-23/0145r0: 


https://mentor.ieee.org/802-ec/dcn/23/ec-23-0145-00-00EC-ieee-802-rfp-2023.xlsx


 Potential Dates:


 2025 July 13-18 Melia Castilla in Madrid (currently EC approval for Marriott Auditorium Madrid)


  IETF meets in Madrid July 19-26, 2025


  – Motion to approve on November 17


 2025 Nov 9-24– RFP


 2026 Mar 8-13 – Was Chicago – Proposed change to Hyatt Regency Vancouver


  -- Motion to approve on November 17


 2026 Nov 8-13  - RFP (Targeting Asia)


 2027 July 11-16 – RFP (Targeting Europe)


 



https://mentor.ieee.org/802-ec/dcn/23/ec-23-0145-00-00EC-ieee-802-rfp-2023.xlsx
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Canada Visa Status Report


• The report, An Immigration System for Canada’s Future – A plan to get us there, includes the 


following action item addressing a key business events industry issue:


Expedite visitor visas, with benefits for tourism, major conferences and events.


"As of June 6, 2023, 13 more countries have been added to a partial visa exempt countries list. Now, 


travellers from 67 countries can apply for an electronic travel authorization (eTA) instead of a visa with 


most eTA applications approved within minutes.



https://meetingsmeanbusiness.us16.list-manage.com/track/click?u=78858bfb7f525190e4e578baa&id=24d5d1e7e3&e=19ae0520d9
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Items for Closing Plenary:


• 4.02: MI Future Venues/Sessions - 60 minutes 


a) RFP report on 802 and 802W status


b) Motions to approve proposed IEEE 802 Venues (2025, 2026, 2027)


c) Motion to approve the Melia Castilla in Madrid for July 2025


d) Motion for IEEE 802 to sponsor a joint workshop with ITU-T on July 13th 2024. 


e) Motion for approval Site Visit for Vancouver (2024 November)


f) Motion to approve Sessions to be Mixed Mode in 2024


g) Motion to approve Setting Meeting Fees for 2024 sessions.


• 4.05: MI Student Outreach/University Outreach AdHoc report 15 minutes


a) Motion to approve University Outreach for 2024 March - Denver
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Future Venue AdHocs --
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Next Venue Meeting planning – Thurs 7:30 am


• Proposed Agenda:


– Start time 7:30 am


– Review meeting space plan for 2024 March Plenary


• Hyatt Regency Denver at Colorado Convention Center, Denver, CO,


– Adjourn 8:00am
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Future Venues AdHoc – Thurs 8 am


• Proposed Agenda:


– Start time – 8:00 am
• Review Contract Status


• Review requirements for future sessions.


• Review RFP responses


• Select 2025 Nov, 2026 Nov, 2027 July


.


– End time – 9:00am







Page 302023 November IEEE 802 Plenary


EEE
802


doc: 802 EC-23-0193-21-00EC


IEEE 802 RFP Requirements


• I expect that we will get the following items for comparison of the bids:


1. Dates of Availability


2. Network Requirements met


3. Room Rate (Hope for US$200 or less).


4. Meeting Room Fit - in a hotel rather than convention center


5. AV company - In House or 3rd party


6. Airport - International Cities Served


7. Distance from Airport


8. Visa – Issues – Number of Countries not requiring VISA


9. Costs of Meeting Space.
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Executive Secretary Agenda Items


• Closing Plenary:


• 4.02: Future Meetings - I will need 60 minutes


• 1. RFP report -- 802 and 802W status


• 2. Motions to approve proposed 802 Venues (2025, 2026, 2027)


• 3. Motion for approval Site Visit for Vancouver (2024 November)


• 4.. Motion to approve Sessions to be Mixed Mode in 2024


• 5.. Motion to approve Setting Meeting Fees for 2024 March session.


• 6.. Motion for  IEEE 802 to sponsor a joint workshop with ITU-T on July 13th 2024.


• ADD - 4.05 - Student Outreach/University Outreach AdHoc report    15 minutes
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IEEE 802 PLENARY 


RFP SUMMARY


November 2024


Presented November 2023
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IEEE 802 PLENARY


July 2025


Replacement Choice - Melia Castilla Madrid


Presented November 2023
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Melia Castilla Madrid
1. Madrid, Spain


2. Internet speed/cost: (<$7k): TBD


3. Hotel Room Rate 180 EURO ( USD$195)


4. Conference Center attached to hotel


5. Name AV company : Internal 


6. Adolfo Suárez Madrid–Barajas Airport 7.5 miles from 


hotel


7. Visa Required for specific countries 


8. Costs of the Meeting Space: TBD


9. July 12-18, 2025


10. F&B Minimum :$202,032


Note: We will Have IETF/IEEE 802 Joint Meeting on July 19


Please plan for Friday dinner and Saturday Workshop


Motion Nov 17th 


Presented November 2023
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Motion to Approve Venue 2025 July – Melia Castilla Madrid


• Whereas Marriott Auditorium, Madrid, Spain was not 


available as originally planned, 


• Move to approve the Melia Castilla Madrid, Madrid, Spain 


as the location for the 2025 July IEEE 802 Plenary.


• Moved: Rosdahl


• Second: 
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Presented November 2023


IEEE 802 Plenary 


November 2025


Marriott Marquis Queen’s Park


Exception for 2025 to have one Asia/NA/Europe Venue for 2025 


to make up for 3 NA for 2024.
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Presented November 2023


Marriott Marquis Queen’s Park
1. November 8-14, 2025


2. Bangkok, Thailand


3. Internet speed/cost: (<$7k): TBD


4. Hotel Room Rate: $183.00 USD 


5. Hotel Only No Conference Center


6. Name AV company : B Concept 


7. Suvarnabhumi International Airport 15.8 Miles from 


hotel


8. Visa Required for specific countries 


9. Costs of the Meeting Space: Meeting room rental 


complimentary with satisfied F&B Minimum


10. F&B Minimum- $124,930 USD


AdHoc one objection to selection.
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Motion to Approve Venue 2025 November –


Marriott Marquis Queen’s Park 


• Whereas all 3 of the IEEE 802 Plenary Sessions were in 


North America in 2024, as an exception to the normal 


location rotation for 2025, 


• Move to approve the Marriott Marquis Queen’s Park, 
Bangkok, Thailand as the location for the 2025 November 


IEEE 802 Plenary.


• Moved: Rosdahl


• Second: 
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Presented November 2023


IEEE 802 Plenary 


March 2026


Replacement of Hyatt Regency Chicago with 


Hyatt Regency Vancouver:
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Presented November 2023


Hyatt Regency Vancouver
1. March 7-13, 2026


2. Vancouver, Canada 


3. Internet speed/cost: (<$7k): TBD


4. Room Rate: $215 USD


5. Hotel Only No Conference Center


6. Name AV company - Encore


7. Vancouver International Airport: 8.7 miles from hotel 


8. Visa Required for specific countries 


9. Costs of the Meeting Space: Meeting room rental 


complimentary with satisfied F&B Minimum


10. F&B Minimum: $102,239.00 USD


A Concession for COVID rebooking 


Replacement for Hyatt Regency Chicago
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Motion to Approve Venue 2026 March –


Hyatt Regency Vancouver


• Whereas the Hyatt Regency Chicago has informed us 


that they cannot meet our requirements for 2025 March, 


• Move to approve the Hyatt Regency Vancouver, 


Vancouver, BC, Canada as the location for the 2026 


March IEEE 802 Plenary.


• Moved: Rosdahl


• Second: 
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Presented November 2023


IEEE 802 Plenary


November 2026
Top Choice:


Bangkok


However,  we have made a choice for November 2025 for 


Bangkok, we will go back and look for different venue choices.
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Presented November 2023


Marriott Marquis Queen’s Park
1. November 8-13, 2026


2. Bangkok, Thailand


3. Internet speed/cost: (<$7k): TBD


4. Hotel Room Rate: $197.00 USD 


5. Hotel Only No Conference Center


6. Name AV company - B Concept 


7. Suvarnabhumi International Airport 15.8 Miles from 


hotel


8. Visa Required for specific countries 


9. Costs of the Meeting Space: Meeting room rental 


complimentary with satisfied F&B Minimum


10. F&B Minimum- $130,135 USD


Repeat location - Worked with us during 


pandemic
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Presented November 2023


Hyatt Regency Sydney


1. November 8-13, 2026


2. Sydney, Australia 


3. Internet speed/cost: (<$7k): TBD


4. Room Rate : $272.00


5. Hotel Only No Conference Center


6. Name AV company - Encore


7. Sydney International Airport 5.2 miles from the airport


8. Visa Required for specific countries 


9. Costs of the Meeting Space: $202,000 USD


10. F&B Minimum: $200,000 USD
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Presented November 2023


Brisbane Convention & 


Exhibition Centre
1. November 8-13, 2026


2. Brisbane, Australia 


3. Internet speed/cost: (<$7k): TBD


4. Room Rate: $273 USD 


5. Only Conference Centre


6. Name AV company - AVPS


7. Brisbane International Airport 11 miles from the airport


8. Visa Required for specific countries 


9. Costs of the Meeting Space: $311,602.50 AUD 


($201,648 USD)


10. F&B Minimum: $112,950 AUD (73,106 USD)
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Presented November 2023


IEEE 802 Plenary 


July 2027


Top Choices:


Gothenburg
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Presented November 2023


Gothia Towers


1. July 10-16, 2027


2. Gothenburg, Sweden


3. Internet speed/cost: (<$7k): TBD


4. Hotel Room Rate: $181 USD


5. Conference Center Connected 


6. Name AV company - Gothia Towers


7. Gothenburg-Landvetter Airport- 30 mins from the hotel


8. Visa Required for specific countries 


9. Costs of the Meeting Space: $193,202 USD


10. F&B Minimum: $135,000 USD
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Motion to Approve Venue 2027 Jully –


Gothia Towers, Gothenburg, Sweden


• Move to approve the Gothia Towers, Gothenburg, 


Sweden as the location for the 2027 July IEEE 802 


Plenary.


• Moved: Rosdahl


• Second: 
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Presented November 2023


Other Locations Considered


Asia: Singapore, Hong Kong, Macao, Sanya


Europe: Copenhagen, Oslo, Amsterdam, 


Antwerp, Paris, Athens, Dublin, Cannes, 


London, Maastricht, Istanbul, Vienna


North America: Seattle, Palm Springs, 


Atlanta, Ohio, Chicago, Denver 


Africa: Cape Town







2023 November IEEE 802 Plenary Page 50


EEE
802


doc: 802 EC-23-0193-02-00EC


Presented November 2023


2028-2029 Hilton Columbus 


Downtown
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Motion to Approve Site Exec Sec Visit (1)


• Move to approve a site visit for the Executive Secretary to 


visit the Hyatt Regency Vancouver with the Meeting 


planner (Face to Face Events) and the Network Vendor 


(Linespeed Events) for the purposes of preparing the 


mixed mode capabilities.  Executive Secretary expenses 


not to exceed $2500.


• Moved:


• 2nd: 
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Motion to Approve Site Exec Sec Visit (2)


• Move to approve a site visit for the Executive Secretary to 


visit the Melia Castilla Madrid, Madrid, Spain with the 


Meeting planner (Face to Face Events) and the Network 


Vendor (Linespeed Events) for the purposes of preparing 


the mixed mode capabilities.  Executive Secretary 


expenses not to exceed $5000.


• Moved:


• 2nd: 
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Motion to Approve Site Exec Sec Visit (3)


• Move to approve a site visit for the Executive Secretary to 


visit the Gothia Hotel in Gothenburg, Sweden with the 


Meeting planner (Face to Face Events) and the Network 


Vendor (Linespeed Events) for the purposes of preparing 


the mixed mode capabilities.  Executive Secretary 


expenses not to exceed $5000.


• Moved:


• 2nd: 
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Motion to approve 3 Plenaries in 2024 as Mixed Mode


• Move to designate the three 2024 Plenaries as Mixed 


Mod


• Moved: Rosdahl


• 2nd: 
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Value of Lunches 


• 802 Wireless Interim has lunches.


• 802.3 straw poll 


– “ Would you approve a $100 extra registration fee to provide 


onsite lunch: Yes – 106 No – 13


• Providing Lunches ensures a potential location for cross 


discussions and collaboration.  


• Not providing lunches – may take longer to find restaurant 


and returning in a timely manner.
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Proposed Registration fees for Denver


• 2023 March Denver with lunches: 800/1150/1500
– Total Session Income/Credits  $695,127.43 


– Total Session Expenses: $704,021.73 


– Net Session Surplus/(Loss): ($8,894.30)


– Per Person F&B = $671 (lunch is about $50 per day per person)


• 2023 March Denver with out lunches: 700/1050/1400
– Total Session Income/Credits $605,127.43 


– Total Session Expenses: $559,321.73 


– Net Session Surplus/(Loss): $45,805.70 


– Per Person F&B = $375
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Motion to set Meeting Fees for 2023 March - Denver


• Move to set the meeting fees for the 2023 March IEEE 802 Plenary to be held at the Hyatt 


Regency Denver as the following:


– Early-bird $800 until January 12, 2024


– Standard $1150 until March 1, 2024


– Late/On-site $1500 after March 1, 2024


– A in Hotel Discount of $300 for a 3-night stay


– Cancellation Fees:


• Full Refund - No Fee until January 12, 2024


• Cancellation fee  $150 January 13 until  March 1;


• Cancelation - No refund after March 1


• Moved: Rosdahl


• 2nd: 
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IEEE 802 University Outreach Program


for Denver March 2024


University Outreach Program for Denver July 2024


• The purpose of our Student Outreach program is to give students a chance 


to see firsthand how the Standards process works. We realize it is like 


getting a drink from a fire-hose, but it does give a good first look into the 


process.


• It is a one-day event Tuesday of the Plenary Week:


– 7:30-9:00 – sign in and get badge


– 9:00am Start with an introduction meeting with a couple of the 802 


Leadership members to orient the students to what activities may be of 


most interest to them that day 


– 10:30am (AM2) the students attend actual working meetings and can 


meet and participate in the discussions.
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IEEE 802 University Outreach Program


for Denver March 2024


• 17:00 (5pm) Debrief: A short debrief meeting at the end of the day is provided to answer 


questions and help provide closure to the experience.


• The Outreach Student fee is USD$25 per student 


• The program is limited to 42 Students. 


• Note that membership attendance credit is not granted for student activities.


• The Students are invited to join for Lunch and breaks as our guests.


Previous material prepared for 2015 and 2017 programs:


– https://www.ieee802.org/Univ_Outreach.shtml


A motion to approve program for March 2024 will be made during the 802 Closing Plenary Nov 


17.



https://www.ieee802.org/Univ_Outreach.shtml
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ITU-T SG15 & IEEE 802


• There has been a cordial liaison relationship and mutual participation for 


decades


• IEEE 802 plenary was hosted in Geneva by ITU in July 2013


– There was no registration fee and no network fee


– Facility was ITU HQ building and adjacent CICG convention centre


– The session was followed by an ITU-T SG15 plenary


• 802.1 & 802.3 interims have been hosted as well


– May 2007, May 2010, January 2018 and January 2020


• A joint workshop between SG15 and 802 was held on the weekend


– This event that has been repeated many times, most recently in January 2020  



https://www.itu.int/en/ITU-T/Workshops-and-Seminars/ethernet/201307/Pages/programme.aspx
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July 2024


• Canadian government (with industry sponsorship) has expressed interest in 


hosting ITU-T SG15 in Montreal


– July 1 – 12, 2024


– Sheraton Montreal has space available


• Given good relationship with ITU-T SG15, the ITU hosting of IEEE 802 


sessions, and the alignment of sessions in 2024, IEEE 802 should consider 


hosting a workshop with ITU-T SG15 in conjunction with our July 2024 


session


– Sheraton Montreal space could be included in 802 contract amendment 


– Network & meeting planning provided by IEEE 802 service providers


– AM/PM breaks (and possibly lunch)


– Additional cost will be less than US$10,000
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Motion


Approve hosting of joint workshop with ITU-T SG15 


adjacent to July 2024 IEEE 802 plenary session, with 


additional cost not to exceed US$10,000 . 


• Moved: Jon Rosdahl


• 2nd:  Glenn Parsons 
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8.04 Monthly IEEE 802 EC Telecons


Announcement of 802 EC Interim Telecons 


• Tuesday 9 January 2024, 19:00-21:00 UTC


• Tuesday 6 February 2024, 19:00-21:00 UTC


• Skip December 2023 and March 2024


• Call Time: Tuesday, 2:00 PM - 4:00 PM (UTC-05:00) Eastern Time (ET)


• Recurrence: Occurs Generally the first Tuesday of every month.


• From 7:00 PM to 9:00 PM, (UTC+00:00) Monrovia, Reykjavik time zone.


Calls after March Plenary to be Scheduled during 2024 March IEEE 802 EC 


Closing Plenary meeting.
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8.05 Call for Tutorials for March 2024


• Tutorials may be held electronic: TBA


• In person/Mixed-mode Tutorials: March (Mon/Tues) 


• Tutorial Request form:


– https://mentor.ieee.org/802-ec/dcn/23/ec-23-0128-00-00EC-802-tutorial-request-


form-2023.docx


• As a reminder, 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 limited to 80 minutes with 10 minutes to 


allow for presenters to setup and depart. (Starting at 18:15).


• All requests for Tutorials must be made by 26 January 2024
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Executive Secretary Agenda Items 
2023 November IEEE 802 Plenary


Jon Rosdahl
IEEE 802 Executive Secretary


jrosdahl@ieee.org 
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Event Conduct and Safety Statement 
• IEEE believes that science, technology, and engineering are fundamental 


human activities, for which openness, international collaboration, and the free 
flow of talent and ideas are essential. Its meetings, conferences, and other 
events seek to enable engaging, thought-provoking conversations that 
support IEEE’s core mission of advancing technology for humanity. 
Accordingly, IEEE is committed to providing a safe, productive, and 
welcoming environment to all participants, including staff and vendors, at 
IEEE-related events.
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Event Conduct and Safety Statement


• IEEE has no tolerance for discrimination, harassment, or 
bullying in any form at IEEE-related events.  All 
participants have the right to pursue shared interests 
without harassment or discrimination in an environment 
that supports diversity and inclusion.  Participants are 
expected to adhere to these principles and respect the 
rights of others. 


• IEEE seeks to provide a secure environment at its 
events. Participants should report any behavior 
inconsistent with the principles outlined here, to onsite 
staff, security or venue personnel, or 
toeventconduct@ieee.org.
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IEEE 802 Opening EC Mtg – November 12, 2023


• Agenda Items 
– 6.02 – II Current / Future venues 30 Mins


a. Event Summary and Important Information
b. Registration Reminder
c. Straw Poll for WGs
d. Future Venue Contract Status
e. Other Future Sessions
f. Review RFP Status
g. Discussion on July 2025/Nov 2025


- 6.04 – DT Student Outreach AdHoc 5 Mins
Review AdHoc Call
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2023 Nov 802 Plenary Registration report
as of 11/12/23 – 4:00pm HT







November 2023 
IEEE 802 Plenary Session
Event Summary and Important Information


Prepared By: Face to Face Events and Jon Rosdahl, November 12, 2023







IEEE 802 Newcomer Orientation


Monday November 13th at 9:00 AM


WHO: IEEE 802 Newcomers (and all others!) 


WHAT: IEEE 802 Orientation Program, Details at <https://t.ly/pdtku>


WHEN: Monday 13 November, 9-10 HST 


WHERE: IEEE 802 Calendar https://ieee802.org/802tele_calendar.html


HOW TO PREPARE: Please take an hour and get to up speed with a high-level view of IEEE 802 and how it works before 
you plunge into the session. IEEE 802.15 First Vice Chair Phil Beecher will lead the program. Your questions will be 
answered. 


REGISTRATION FEE: Registration for the IEEE 802 Plenary Session (with fee) is required, whether attending in-person or 
remotely. 



https://t.ly/pdtku

https://ieee802.org/802tele_calendar.html





In Person Registration Times and Location


● Sunday
○ Registration Counter, Coral Lounge in Mid Pacific Conference Center
○ 5:00 PM - 7:30 PM


● Monday - Wednesday
○ Registration Counter, Coral Lounge in Mid Pacific Conference Center
○ 7:30 AM - 5:00 PM


● Thursday
○ Event Office, Tiare at Kalia Executive Conference Center
○ 8:00 AM - 5:00 PM







Meeting Planner Contact Information


Dawn Slykhouse, Face to Face Events


Mobile: +1 (408) 594-1342


Email: dawns@facetoface-events.com


Lisa Ronmark, Face to Face Events


Mobile: +1 (604) 316-4947


Email: lisa@facetoface-events.com


Stephanie Williams, Face to Face Events


Mobile: +1 (408) 497-9613 


Email: stephanie@facetoface-events.com


Meeting Planner Office: Kalia Executive 
Conference Center, Tiare


Registration: Mid Pacific Conference Center, 
Coral Lounge



mailto:dawns@facetoface-events.com

mailto:lisa@facetoface-events.com

mailto:stephanie@facetoface-events.com





Network Access Information 


SSID: IEEE802
● Password: ieeeieee 
● Encryption Type: WPA2/WPA3 


SSID: IEEE802-6G
● Password: ieeeieee 
● Encryption Type: WPA3 
● Support for 6GHz WiFi


Local Document Server for IEEE 802 
Documents:  http://ieee802.linespeed.com/


Network Provider and Onsite Network Support 


The November 2023 IEEE 802 Plenary Session 
Network Provider is Linespeed Events. 


Richard Alfvin
Mobile: +1 (585) 781-0952 
Email: rick@linespeed.com


Members of the Linespeed team can be dispatched 
by contacting the Meeting Planner directly or by 
placing a request at the event registration desk.



http://ieee802.linespeed.com/

mailto:rick@linespeed.com





Schedule of Sessions and Attendance


SCHEDULE OF SESSIONS


In Person Room Assignments: Schedule QR codes posted outside each meeting room and 
on your badge hand out. http://schedule.802world.com/schedule/schedule/show


Virtual Participation: https://ieee802.org/802tele_calendar.html


ATTENDANCE TOOL (IMAT) :  https://imat.ieee.org/ 


REGISTRATION FEE REQUIREMENT REMINDER


Payment of the session registration fee is required for all individuals who participate in any session 
associated with the November 2023 IEEE 802 Plenary Session. Registration: https://cvent.me/nwK28E



http://schedule.802world.com/schedule/schedule/show

https://ieee802.org/802tele_calendar.html

https://cvent.me/nwK28E





Audio Visual Support - In Person Sessions 


WHO TO CONTACT IF AUDIO VISUAL EQUIPMENT ISN’T WORKING IN YOUR ONSITE MEETING ROOM


Please contact the Meeting Planner directly if you have any issues with the audio visual equipment in your 
meeting room. The Meeting Planner will contact support and  the appropriate technician will be sent to 
assist as soon as possible.


Meeting Planner can be reached at:


● Registration and Information Desk: Coral Lounge
● Event Office: Tiare
● Via Text or Call: Lisa Ronmark: +1 (604) 316-4947, Stephanie Williams +1 (408) 497-9613 


WEBEX AUDIO IN THE ONSITE MEETING ROOM


If you are a local participant, PLEASE, select “Don’t connect to audio” when joining the WebEx session. 
Connecting to the audio, November cause an audio feedback loop that prevents the meeting from 
proceeding







Food and Beverage Breaks


Light Breakfast
Coral Lounge, 2nd Floor 


Monday - Friday 
7:15 AM - 8:15 AM


Morning Coffee & Tea Break
Coral Lounge, 2nd Floor


Monday - Thursday 
9:50 AM - 10:35 AM


Lunch
Coral III, 2nd Floor
Monday - Thursday 
12:00 PM - 1:30 PM


Afternoon Break
Coral Lounge, 2nd Floor


Monday - Thursday 
3:00 PM - 4:00 PM


FOR REGISTERED ATTENDEES ONLY







Request for information on F&B Friday needs


● During WG Opening Meetings
● 1. If you will attend one of the three meetings on Friday, November 17, 2023 ( 802 EC 


Closing Plenary, the 802.11 Closing Plenary or the 802.1 " IEC/IEEE 60802" meeting ) will 
you participate (eat/drink) : 


■ With breakfast? -


■ with the AM Break? -


■ With lunch? -


■ With PM Break Due end by end of Monday (Today)
14







IEEE 802 Networking Social


Wednesday November 15th at 6:30 PM


WHO: All registered attendees and their guests.


WHAT: Casual Networking Reception with refreshments, bar service and musical entertainment. 


WHERE: Great Lawn


PARTICIPATION WRISTBANDS
All individuals (including children over the age 8) attending the Social event must wear a wrist band. 
Wrist Bands and drink ticket shall be distributed with Name Badges at the Plenary Session registration 
desk. If you plan to have guests attend please pick up their wrist bands by this time. Late requests may 
not be accommodated. 


Please contact the Meeting Planner if have any questions.







Resort Map - Meeting Space, Lunches, Social Locations Highlighted







The next IEEE 802 Plenary Session will be March 10-15, 2024. The session will be a Mixed 
Mode with In-Person participation at the Hyatt Regency Denver. If you have any questions 
please email: 802info@facetoface-events.com
● Information and Registration


● IEEE 802 Session Registration opens Dec 1, 2023
○ Early Registration Deadline : Friday January 12, 2024


○ Group Hotel Reservations: Hyatt Regency Denver at Colorado Convention Center
■ Available Soon


○ Hotel Reservation Booking Cut Off Date: February 16, 2024


Future Plenary Sessions (802world.org)


Next IEEE 802 Plenary Session – March 2024



mailto:802info@facetoface-events.com

https://802world.org/plenary/future-plenary-sessions/
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Basic Room Resource Allocation


Big meetings
(≥ 100, e.g., WG plenaries)


• Head table (5)
• 1 projector/screen
• 2 tables mics
• 1 or 2 floor mics
• Sound system
 (speakers, sound board, etc.)


• Ethernet/HDMI/USB
• Scarlett Audio Interface


Medium meetings
(35-100, e.g., Task Forces)


Smaller meetings
(30 or less)


• Head table (3)
• 1 projector/screen
• 1 table mic
• 1 floor mic
• Sound system 
 (speakers, sound board, etc.)


• Ethernet/HDMI/USB
• Scarlett Audio Interface


• U-shaped or board 
meeting setup


• 1 room microphone
• Portable or 


speakerphone-type
• Sound system 
 (speakers, sound board, etc.)
• Ethernet/HDMI/USB
• Scarlett Audio Interface







Page 192023 November IEEE 802 Plenary


EEE
802


doc: 802 EC-23-0193-21-00EC


Scarlett
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Scarlett Solo – Audio Interface by Focusrite


the USB connector not only supplies 5 VDC @ 900mA but also serves as the digital 
communication interface between WebEx and the Focusrite audio mixer.  
Known Issue of connection dropping on newer models of Notebooks and Laptops.


Our Scarlett Boxes are 3rd Generation – Driver update can be found here:
https://downloads.focusrite.com/focusrite/scarlett-3rd-gen/scarlett-solo-3rd-gen



https://downloads.focusrite.com/focusrite/scarlett-3rd-gen/scarlett-solo-3rd-gen
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Suggested best practices
1. One central laptop/computer per meeting connects at head table.
2. Local speakers' queue/speak only at a microphone when called on.
3. Remote speakers request to speak via chat window and only speak when called on.
4. Presenters have chair (central laptop) share the presentation
5. Local attendees when logged into WebEx SHALL NOT connect Audio.
6. When Starting a meeting the host should do the following:


1. Select “Meeting” -> “Meeting Options” -> [Disable] “Allow Participant to turn on 
Video”


2. Select “Participant” -> [Enable] “Mute on Entry”.
7. For the Host and Remote Attendees connecting to Webex, Configure Webex Audio to 


use “Music Mode”.
8. If newer laptop, load updated Focusrite Scarlett Gen-3 drivers.


 Driver updates can be found here:
https://downloads.focusrite.com/focusrite/scarlett-3rd-gen/scarlett-solo-3rd-gen



https://downloads.focusrite.com/focusrite/scarlett-3rd-gen/scarlett-solo-3rd-gen
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Mixed-mode Meeting Protocol
• In-room Attendees:


– In Webex choose connect without audio before you join
– Use the Webex queue to indicate you want to speak
– Wait to be called on while standing/holding a microphone to make a 


comment
– Repeat any questions that are inadvertently asked away from the 


microphone
• Remote Attendees:


– Join Webex and set Webex audio as ‘music’
– Use the Webex chat window to indicate you want to speak (“q”)
– Wait to be called on to speak


Sample Intro Meeting Slide
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Future Venue Contract Status
2024 March 10-15 – Hyatt Regency Denver at Colorado Convention Center, Denver, CO, (March 2021)
2024 July 14-19 – Sheraton Le Centre Montreal, Montreal, Quebec, Canada (July 2020)
2024 Nov 10-15 –Hyatt Regency Vancouver, Vancouver, Canada (Nov 2021)
2025 March 9-14 –Hilton Atlanta, Atlanta, GA, United States (2 of 2 – March 2020).
 2025 July 13-18 –Melia Castilla, Madrid Spain


 Was Marriott Madrid Auditorium (July 2021) – Changed to co-locate with IETF the week after.
 2025 Nov 9-14 – Open –RFP NA
 2026 March 8-13 -, Hyatt Regency Vancuver


 Was Hyatt Regency Chicago (March 2024) changed due to cancel of Hyatt Regency Chicago
 2026 July 13-18 – Le Centre Sheraton Montreal, Montreal (July 2022 attrition offset)
 2026 Nov 8-13 - Open – RFP Asia
 2027 March –Hilton Atlanta, Atlanta, GA, United States ( offset potential shortfall 2023/2025)
 2027 July  11-16 - Open –RFP Europe
2027 Nov 14-19 – Hawaiian Village, Oahu, Hawaii, United States
 802 EC Approved – Contract is being Negotiated.
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Plenary RFP Targets


1. IEEE 802 Plenary Sessions are held Mar/July/Nov each year. 
- one in Asia in Even years and one in Europe in Odd years.


The room block is about 2400 – Estimate 450-500 in person.
Specific Requirements for Meeting Space/Network/AV etc. is located in Doc 802 EC-23/0145r0: 


https://mentor.ieee.org/802-ec/dcn/23/ec-23-0145-00-00EC-ieee-802-rfp-2023.xlsx


 Potential Dates:
 2025 July 13-18 Melia Castilla in Madrid (currently EC approval for Marriott Auditorium Madrid)
  IETF meets in Madrid July 19-26, 2025
  – Motion to approve on November 17


 2025 Nov 9-24– RFP
 2026 Mar 8-13 – Was Chicago – Proposed change to Hyatt Regency Vancouver
  -- Motion to approve on November 17
 2026 Nov 8-13  - RFP (Targeting Asia)
 2027 July 11-16 – RFP (Targeting Europe)
 



https://mentor.ieee.org/802-ec/dcn/23/ec-23-0145-00-00EC-ieee-802-rfp-2023.xlsx
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Canada Visa Status Report
• The report, An Immigration System for Canada’s Future – A plan to get us there, includes the 


following action item addressing a key business events industry issue:


Expedite visitor visas, with benefits for tourism, major conferences and events.
"As of June 6, 2023, 13 more countries have been added to a partial visa exempt countries list. Now, 
travellers from 67 countries can apply for an electronic travel authorization (eTA) instead of a visa with 
most eTA applications approved within minutes.



https://meetingsmeanbusiness.us16.list-manage.com/track/click?u=78858bfb7f525190e4e578baa&id=24d5d1e7e3&e=19ae0520d9
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Items for Closing Plenary:
• 4.02: MI Future Venues/Sessions - 60 minutes 


a) RFP report on 802 and 802W status
b) Motions to approve proposed IEEE 802 Venues (2025, 2026, 2027)
c) Motion to approve the Melia Castilla in Madrid for July 2025
d) Motion for IEEE 802 to sponsor a joint workshop with ITU-T on July 13th 2024. 
e) Motion for approval Site Visit for Vancouver (2024 November)
f) Motion to approve Sessions to be Mixed Mode in 2024
g) Motion to approve Setting Meeting Fees for 2024 sessions.


• 4.05: MI Student Outreach/University Outreach AdHoc report 15 minutes
a) Motion to approve University Outreach for 2024 March - Denver
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Future Venue AdHocs --
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Next Venue Meeting planning – Thurs 7:30 am


• Proposed Agenda:
– Start time 7:30 am
– Review meeting space plan for 2024 March Plenary


• Hyatt Regency Denver at Colorado Convention Center, Denver, CO,
– Adjourn 8:00am
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Future Venues AdHoc – Thurs 8 am


• Proposed Agenda:
– Start time – 8:00 am


• Review Contract Status
• Review requirements for future sessions.
• Review RFP responses
• Select 2025 Nov, 2026 Nov, 2027 July
.


– End time – 9:00am
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IEEE 802 RFP Requirements
• I expect that we will get the following items for comparison of the bids:


1. Dates of Availability
2. Network Requirements met
3. Room Rate (Hope for US$200 or less).
4. Meeting Room Fit - in a hotel rather than convention center
5. AV company - In House or 3rd party
6. Airport - International Cities Served
7. Distance from Airport
8. Visa – Issues – Number of Countries not requiring VISA
9. Costs of Meeting Space.
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Executive Secretary Agenda Items
• Closing Plenary:
• 4.02: Future Meetings - I will need 60 minutes
• 1. RFP report -- 802 and 802W status
• 2. Motions to approve proposed 802 Venues (2025, 2026, 2027)
• 3. Motion for approval Site Visit for Vancouver (2024 November)
• 4.. Motion to approve Sessions to be Mixed Mode in 2024
• 5. Motion to approve Setting Meeting Fees for 2024 March session.
• 6. - Student Outreach/University Outreach AdHoc report    15 minutes
• 7. Motion for  IEEE 802 to sponsor a joint workshop with ITU-T on July 13th 2024.
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Future Interim Venue Status


 2024-01 (14-19) Panama (Rebooked from Jan 2022)
 2024-05 (12-17) Warsaw, Poland – (Rebook from May 2022)
• 2024-09 (8-13) Waikoloa, HI
 2025-01 (12-17) Kobe, Japan – TBC (Moved from May 2023)
 2025-05 (11-16) – RFP - Europe
• 2025-09 (14-19) Waikoloa, HI 
• 2026-01 (11-16) - RFP
 2026-05 (10-15) – RFP - Europe
• 2026-09 (13-18) Waikoloa, HI
• 2027-01 (10-15) - RFP
 2027-05 (9-14) – RFP Asia  (could rotate J-M-S)
• 2027-09 (12-17) - RFP


November 2023


Jon Rosdahl (Qualcomm)Slide 32


Meeting Planner:
     Starred Venues :MTG Events
     Dotted Venues: Face to Face 
Events


As of Nov 13, 
2023
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Future Venue Contract Status
2024 March 10-15 – Hyatt Regency Denver at Colorado Convention Center, Denver, CO, (March 2021)
2024 July 14-19 – Sheraton Le Centre Montreal, Montreal, Quebec, Canada (July 2020)
2024 Nov 10-15 –Hyatt Regency Vancouver, Vancouver, Canada (Nov 2021)
2025 March 9-14 –Hilton Atlanta, Atlanta, GA, United States (2 of 2 – March 2020).
 2025 July 13-18 –Melia Castilla, Madrid Spain


 Was Marriott Madrid Auditorium (July 2021) – Changed to co-locate with IETF the week after.
 2025 Nov 9-14 – Open –RFP NA
 2026 March 8-13 -, Hyatt Regency Vancuver


 Was Hyatt Regency Chicago (March 2024) changed due to cancel of Hyatt Regency Chicago
 2026 July 13-18 – Le Centre Sheraton Montreal, Montreal (July 2022 attrition offset)
 2026 Nov 8-13 - Open – RFP Asia
 2027 March –Hilton Atlanta, Atlanta, GA, United States ( offset potential shortfall 2023/2025)
 2027 July  11-16 - Open –RFP Europe
2027 Nov 14-19 – Hawaiian Village, Oahu, Hawaii, United States
 802 EC Approved – Contract is being Negotiated. Nov 13, 2023
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IEEE 802 PLENARY 
RFP SUMMARY


November 2024


Presented November 2023
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IEEE 802 PLENARY
July 2025


Replacement Choice - Melia Castilla Madrid


Presented November 2023
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Melia Castilla Madrid
1. Madrid, Spain
2. Internet speed/cost: (<$7k): TBD
3. Hotel Room Rate 180 EURO ( USD$195)
4. Conference Center attached to hotel
5. Name AV company : Internal 
6. Adolfo Suárez Madrid–Barajas Airport 7.5 miles from 


hotel
7. Visa Required for specific countries 
8. Costs of the Meeting Space: TBD
9. July 12-18, 2025
10. F&B Minimum :$202,032


Note: We will Have IETF/IEEE 802 Joint Meeting on July 19
Please plan for Friday dinner and Saturday Workshop
Motion Nov 17th 


Presented November 2023
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Motion to Approve Venue 2025 July – Melia Castilla Madrid


• Whereas Marriott Auditorium, Madrid, Spain was not 
available as originally planned, 


• Move to approve the Melia Castilla Madrid, Madrid, Spain 
as the location for the 2025 July IEEE 802 Plenary.


• Moved: Rosdahl
• Second: 
• Results: Unanimous Consent – Motion Passes
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Presented November 2023


IEEE 802 Plenary 
November 2025


Marriott Marquis Queen’s Park


Exception for 2025 to have one Asia/NA/Europe Venue for 2025 
to make up for 3 NA for 2024.
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Presented November 2023


Marriott Marquis Queen’s Park
1. November 8-14, 2025
2. Bangkok, Thailand
3. Internet speed/cost: (<$7k): TBD
4. Hotel Room Rate: $183.00 USD 
5. Hotel Only No Conference Center
6. Name AV company : B Concept 
7. Suvarnabhumi International Airport 15.8 Miles from 


hotel
8. Visa Required for specific countries 
9. Costs of the Meeting Space: Meeting room rental 


complimentary with satisfied F&B Minimum
10. F&B Minimum- $124,930 USD


AdHoc one objection to selection.
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Motion to Approve Venue 2025 November –
Marriott Marquis Queen’s Park 


• Whereas all 3 of the IEEE 802 Plenary Sessions were in 
North America in 2024, as an exception to the normal 
location rotation for 2025, 


• Move to approve the Marriott Marquis Queen’s Park, 
Bangkok, Thailand as the location for the 2025 November 
IEEE 802 Plenary.


• Moved: Rosdahl
• Second: 
• Results: Unanimous – Motion Passes
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Presented November 2023


IEEE 802 Plenary 
March 2026


Replacement of Hyatt Regency Chicago with 
Hyatt Regency Vancouver:
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Presented November 2023


Hyatt Regency Vancouver
1. March 7-13, 2026
2. Vancouver, Canada 
3. Internet speed/cost: (<$7k): TBD
4. Room Rate: $215 USD
5. Hotel Only No Conference Center
6. Name AV company - Encore
7. Vancouver International Airport: 8.7 miles from hotel 
8. Visa Required for specific countries 
9. Costs of the Meeting Space: Meeting room rental 


complimentary with satisfied F&B Minimum
10. F&B Minimum: $102,239.00 USD


A Concession for COVID rebooking 
Replacement for Hyatt Regency Chicago
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Motion to Approve Venue 2026 March –
Hyatt Regency Vancouver


• Whereas the Hyatt Regency Chicago has informed us 
that they cannot meet our requirements for 2026 March, 


• Move to approve the Hyatt Regency Vancouver, 
Vancouver, BC, Canada as the location for the 2026 
March IEEE 802 Plenary.


• Moved: Rosdahl
• Second: 
• Results: Unanimous – Motion Passes
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Presented November 2023


IEEE 802 Plenary
November 2026


Top Choice:
Bangkok


However,  we have made a choice for November 2025 for 
Bangkok, I suggest that we will go back and look for different 


venue choices.
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Presented November 2023


Marriott Marquis Queen’s Park
1. November 8-13, 2026
2. Bangkok, Thailand
3. Internet speed/cost: (<$7k): TBD
4. Hotel Room Rate: $197.00 USD 
5. Hotel Only No Conference Center
6. Name AV company - B Concept 
7. Suvarnabhumi International Airport 15.8 Miles from 


hotel
8. Visa Required for specific countries 
9. Costs of the Meeting Space: Meeting room rental 


complimentary with satisfied F&B Minimum
10. F&B Minimum- $130,135 USD


Repeat location - Worked with us during pandemic
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Motion to Approve Venue 2026 November –
Marriott Marquis Queen’s Park 


• Move to approve the Marriott Marquis Queen’s Park, 
Bangkok, Thailand as the location for the 2026 November 
IEEE 802 Plenary.


• Moved: Rosdahl
• Second: Clint Powell
• Results: Unanimous – Motion Passes
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Presented November 2023


Hyatt Regency Sydney
1. November 8-13, 2026
2. Sydney, Australia 
3. Internet speed/cost: (<$7k): TBD
4. Room Rate : $272.00
5. Hotel Only No Conference Center
6. Name AV company - Encore
7. Sydney International Airport 5.2 miles from the airport
8. Visa Required for specific countries 
9. Costs of the Meeting Space: $202,000 USD
10. F&B Minimum: $200,000 USD
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Presented November 2023


Brisbane Convention & 
Exhibition Centre


1. November 8-13, 2026
2. Brisbane, Australia 
3. Internet speed/cost: (<$7k): TBD
4. Room Rate: $273 USD 
5. Only Conference Centre
6. Name AV company - AVPS
7. Brisbane International Airport 11 miles from the airport
8. Visa Required for specific countries 
9. Costs of the Meeting Space: $311,602.50 AUD 


($201,648 USD)
10. F&B Minimum: $112,950 AUD (73,106 USD)
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Presented November 2023


IEEE 802 Plenary 
July 2027


Top Choices:
Gothenburg
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Presented November 2023


Gothia Towers
1. July 10-16, 2027
2. Gothenburg, Sweden
3. Internet speed/cost: (<$7k): TBD
4. Hotel Room Rate: $181 USD
5. Conference Center Connected 
6. Name AV company - Gothia Towers
7. Gothenburg-Landvetter Airport- 30 mins from the hotel
8. Visa Required for specific countries 
9. Costs of the Meeting Space: $193,202 USD
10. F&B Minimum: $135,000 USD
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Motion to Approve Venue 2027 Jully –
Gothia Towers, Gothenburg, Sweden


• Move to approve the Gothia Towers, Gothenburg, 
Sweden as the location for the 2027 July IEEE 802 
Plenary.


• Moved: Rosdahl
• Second: Powell
• Results: Unanimous – Motion Passes.
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Presented November 2023


Other Locations Considered
Asia: Singapore, Hong Kong, Macao, Sanya


Europe: Copenhagen, Oslo, Amsterdam, 
Antwerp, Paris, Athens, Dublin, Cannes, 
London, Maastricht, Istanbul, Vienna


North America: Seattle, Palm Springs, 
Atlanta, Ohio, Chicago, Denver 


Africa: Cape Town
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Presented November 2023


2028-2029 Hilton Columbus 
Downtown
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Motion to Approve Site Exec Sec Visit (1)


• Move to approve a site visit for the Executive Secretary 
to visit the Hyatt Regency Vancouver with the Meeting 
planner (Face to Face Events) and the Network Vendor 
(Linespeed Events) for the purposes of preparing the 
mixed mode capabilities.  Executive Secretary expenses 
not to exceed $2500.


• Moved:
• 2nd: 
• Results: Unanimous – Motion passes
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Motion to Approve Site Exec Sec Visit (2)


• Move to approve a site visit for the Executive Secretary 
to visit the Melia Castilla Madrid, Madrid, Spain with the 
Meeting planner (Face to Face Events) and the Network 
Vendor (Linespeed Events) for the purposes of 
preparing the mixed mode capabilities.  Executive 
Secretary expenses not to exceed $5000.


• Moved:
• 2nd: 
• Results: Unanimous – Motion Passes
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Motion to Approve Site Exec Sec Visit (3)


• Move to approve a site visit for the Executive Secretary 
to visit the Gothia Hotel in Gothenburg, Sweden with the 
Meeting planner (Face to Face Events) and the Network 
Vendor (Linespeed Events) for the purposes of 
preparing the mixed mode capabilities.  Executive 
Secretary expenses not to exceed $5000.


• Moved:
• 2nd: 
• Results: Unanimous – Motion Passes
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Motion to approve 3 Plenaries in 2024 as Mixed Mode


• Move to designate the three 2024 Plenaries as Mixed 
Mode


• Moved: Rosdahl
• 2nd: Powell
• Results: Unanimous – Motion Passes
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Value of Lunches 
• 802 Wireless Interim has lunches.
• 802.3 straw poll 


– “ Would you approve a $100 extra registration fee to provide onsite lunch? Y-106 N-13
• 802.1 straw poll:


– Would you prefer lunch to be provided at plenaries (which may increase the meeting 
fee)? Yes –29   No -13   Did not respond - 7


• 802.15 straw poll in the room (this does not include remote participants):
– Do you prefer having a lunch as part of the plenary? Y 28 : N 0


• Providing Lunches ensures a potential location for cross discussions and collaboration.  
• Not providing lunches – may take longer to find restaurant and returning in a timely manner.
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Proposed Registration fees for Denver


• 2024 March Denver with lunches: 800/1150/1500
– Total Session Income/Credits  $695,127.43 
– Total Session Expenses: $704,021.73 
– Net Session Surplus/(Loss): ($8,894.30)
– Per Person F&B = $671 (lunch is about $50 per day per person)


• 2024 March Denver with out lunches: 700/1050/1400
– Total Session Income/Credits $605,127.43 
– Total Session Expenses: $559,321.73 
– Net Session Surplus/(Loss): $45,805.70 
– Per Person F&B = $375
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Motion to set Meeting Fees for 2024 March - Denver
• Move to set the meeting fees for the 2024 March IEEE 802 Plenary to be held at the Hyatt 


Regency Denver as the following:
– Early-bird $800 until January 12, 2024
– Standard $1150 until March 1, 2024
– Late/On-site $1500 after March 1, 2024
– A in Hotel Discount of $300 for a 3-night stay
– Cancellation Fees:


• Full Refund - No Fee until January 12, 2024
• Cancellation fee  $150 January 13 until  March 1;
• Cancelation - No refund after March 1


• Moved: Rosdahl
• 2nd: Powell
• Results: Unanimous consent – Motion Passes
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IEEE 802 University Outreach Program
for Denver March 2024


University Outreach Program for Denver July 2024
• The purpose of our Student Outreach program is to give students a chance 


to see firsthand how the Standards process works. We realize it is like 
getting a drink from a fire-hose, but it does give a good first look into the 
process.


• It is a one-day event Tuesday of the Plenary Week:
– 7:30-9:00 – sign in and get badge
– 9:00am Start with an introduction meeting with a couple of the 802 


Leadership members to orient the students to what activities may be of 
most interest to them that day 


– 10:30am (AM2) the students attend actual working meetings and can 
meet and participate in the discussions.
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IEEE 802 University Outreach Program
for Denver March 2024


• 17:00 (5pm) Debrief: A short debrief meeting at the end of the day is provided to answer 
questions and help provide closure to the experience.


• The Outreach Student fee is USD$25 per student 
• The program is limited to 42 Students. 
• Note that membership attendance credit is not granted for student activities.
• The Students are invited to join for Lunch and breaks as our guests.


Previous material prepared for 2015 and 2017 programs:
– https://www.ieee802.org/Univ_Outreach.shtml


A motion to approve program for March 2024 will be made during the 802 Closing Plenary Nov 
17.



https://www.ieee802.org/Univ_Outreach.shtml
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Motion to approve the University Outreach for 2024 
March 


• Move to approve the University Outreach program for 
March 2024:


• The Outreach Student fee is USD$25 per student 
• The program is limited to 42 Students. 
• Move: Rosdahl
• Second: Gilb
• Results: Unanimous Consent – Motion Passes
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ITU-T SG15 & IEEE 802


• There has been a cordial liaison relationship and mutual participation for 
decades


• IEEE 802 plenary was hosted in Geneva by ITU in July 2013
– There was no registration fee and no network fee
– Facility was ITU HQ building and adjacent CICG convention centre
– The session was followed by an ITU-T SG15 plenary


• 802.1 & 802.3 interims have been hosted as well
– May 2007, May 2010, January 2018 and January 2020


• A joint workshop between SG15 and 802 was held on the weekend
– This event that has been repeated many times, most recently in January 2020  



https://www.itu.int/en/ITU-T/Workshops-and-Seminars/ethernet/201307/Pages/programme.aspx
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July 2024
• Canadian government (with industry sponsorship) has expressed interest in 


hosting ITU-T SG15 in Montreal
– July 1 – 12, 2024
– Sheraton Montreal has space available


• Given good relationship with ITU-T SG15, the ITU hosting of IEEE 802 
sessions, and the alignment of sessions in 2024, IEEE 802 should consider 
hosting a workshop with ITU-T SG15 in conjunction with our July 2024 
session
– Sheraton Montreal space could be included in 802 contract amendment 
– Network & meeting planning provided by IEEE 802 service providers
– AM/PM breaks (and possibly lunch)
– Additional cost will be less than US$10,000
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Motion


Approve hosting of joint workshop with ITU-T SG15 
adjacent to July 2024 IEEE 802 plenary session, with 
additional cost not to exceed US$10,000 . 


• Moved: Jon Rosdahl
• 2nd:  Glenn Parsons 
• Results: Unanimous Consent – Motion Passes
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8.04 Monthly IEEE 802 EC Telecons
Announcement of 802 EC Interim Telecons 
• Tuesday 9 January 2024, 19:00-21:00 UTC
• Tuesday 6 February 2024, 19:00-21:00 UTC
• Skip December 2023 and March 2024
• Call Time: Tuesday, 2:00 PM - 4:00 PM (UTC-05:00) Eastern Time (ET)
• Recurrence: Occurs Generally the first Tuesday of every month.
• From 7:00 PM to 9:00 PM, (UTC+00:00) Monrovia, Reykjavik time zone.
Calls after March Plenary to be Scheduled during 2024 March IEEE 802 EC 
Closing Plenary meeting.
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8.05 Call for Tutorials for March 2024
• Tutorials may be held electronic: TBA
• In person/Mixed-mode Tutorials: March (Mon/Tues) 


• Tutorial Request form:
– https://mentor.ieee.org/802-ec/dcn/23/ec-23-0128-00-00EC-802-tutorial-request-


form-2023.docx


• As a reminder, 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 limited to 80 minutes with 10 minutes to allow for 
presenters to setup and depart. (Starting at 18:15).


• All requests for Tutorials must be made by 26 January 2024
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		IEEE 802 PLENARYJuly 2025

		Slide Number 36

		Motion to Approve Venue 2025 July – Melia Castilla Madrid

		Slide Number 38

		Slide Number 39

		Motion to Approve Venue 2025 November – �Marriott Marquis Queen’s Park 

		Slide Number 41

		Slide Number 42

		Motion to Approve Venue 2026 March – �Hyatt Regency Vancouver

		Slide Number 44

		Slide Number 45

		Motion to Approve Venue 2026 November – �Marriott Marquis Queen’s Park 

		Slide Number 47

		Slide Number 48

		Slide Number 49

		Slide Number 50

		Motion to Approve Venue 2027 Jully – �Gothia Towers, Gothenburg, Sweden

		Slide Number 52

		Slide Number 53

		Motion to Approve Site Exec Sec Visit (1)

		Motion to Approve Site Exec Sec Visit (2)

		Motion to Approve Site Exec Sec Visit (3)

		Motion to approve 3 Plenaries in 2024 as Mixed Mode

		Value of Lunches 

		Proposed Registration fees for Denver

		Motion to set Meeting Fees for 2024 March - Denver

		IEEE 802 University Outreach Program�for Denver March 2024

		IEEE 802 University Outreach Program�for Denver March 2024

		Motion to approve the University Outreach for 2024 March 

		ITU-T SG15 & IEEE 802

		July 2024

		Motion

		8.04 Monthly IEEE 802 EC Telecons

		8.05 Call for Tutorials for March 2024
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5.044 ME: IEEE P802.3dh Multi-Gigabit 


Automotive Ethernet over Plastic Optical Fiber 


PAR withdrawal request to NesCom







IEEE 802.3 Closing LMSC consent agenda Items – 17 November 2023 Page 3Version 1.1


ec-23-0199-01-00EC


IEEE P802.3dh Multi-Gigabit Automotive Ethernet over 


Plastic Optical Fiber PAR withdrawal request to NesCom
PAR timeline


Project approved on 2 Jun 2020 as part of the original IEEE P802.3cz PAR


Split from the IEEE P802.3cz PAR as IEEE P802.3dh PAR on 13 May 2022


PAR item 5.3
5.3 Is the completion of this standard contingent upon the completion of another standard? Yes


Explanation: IEC 60793-2-40:2021 has been proposed for early revision to address automotive 
applications. Wavelength of operation will be considered as well as bandwidth and attenuation 
specifications and mechanical properties.


https://ieee802.org/3/dh/P802d3dh_PAR.pdf 


IEC 60793-2-40 status
IEC TC 86 Fibre optics (Category B liaison) liaison report


IEC SC86A WG1 has no update on progress towards standardizing an A4j (POF) multimode fiber for 
automotive applications


https://ieee802.org/3/minutes/nov23/IEC%20TC86%20Liaison%20Report%20for%20November
%202023%20IEEE%20802.3%20Plenary.pdf 



https://ieee802.org/3/dh/P802d3dh_PAR.pdf

https://ieee802.org/3/minutes/nov23/IEC%20TC86%20Liaison%20Report%20for%20November%202023%20IEEE%20802.3%20Plenary.pdf

https://ieee802.org/3/minutes/nov23/IEC%20TC86%20Liaison%20Report%20for%20November%202023%20IEEE%20802.3%20Plenary.pdf
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IEEE P802.3dh Multi-Gigabit Automotive Ethernet over 


Plastic Optical Fiber PAR withdrawal request to NesCom
Motion:


Approve forwarding IEEE P802.3dh PAR withdrawal request to NesCom


M: Law S: D'Ambrosia


Y: ??, N: ??, A: ?? 


Working Group vote


Y: 78, N: 18, A: 23
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7.056 II: Liaison reply to ITU-T SG15


regarding G.652 fiber link property
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Liaison reply to ITU-T SG15


regarding G.652 fiber link property


The IEEE 802.3 liaison reply to ITU-T SG15 regarding G.652 fiber link property 


can be accessed at https://mentor.ieee.org/802-ec/dcn/23/ec-23-0216-00-00EC-


liaison-reply-to-itu-t-sg15-regarding-g-652-fiber-link-property.pdf


Working Group vote to approve letter


Y: 88, N: 0, A: 2



https://mentor.ieee.org/802-ec/dcn/23/ec-23-0216-00-00EC-liaison-reply-to-itu-t-sg15-regarding-g-652-fiber-link-property.pdf

https://mentor.ieee.org/802-ec/dcn/23/ec-23-0216-00-00EC-liaison-reply-to-itu-t-sg15-regarding-g-652-fiber-link-property.pdf
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November 2023 Public Visibility SC Activities


Scope 
To raise industry awareness in timely fashion of IEEE 802 WG / TAG activities 


Develop social media content based on IEEE 802 WG / TAG activities 
LinkedIn – https://www.linkedin.com/company/ieee802
IEEE-SA 802  - https://standards.ieee.org/featured/802/index.html


Presentations
• IEEE 802 Standards ( INTERACT Cost meeting Poland)
• The Role of Connectivity in Industrial Automation (Luxembourg LIST)
• How Li-Fi Could Revolutionize Wireless Communications (IEEE SA)
• Next Generation Wi-Fi Positioning: An Overview of IEEE 802.11az (Computer Soc.)
• IEEE 802 Light Standards (IEEE Region8 Afi Webinar)
• IEEE BV-COMSOC TALK: UNRAVELING THE EVOLUTION OF WI-FI: A 


JOURNEY FROM 1 TO 7 (IEEE Comsoc Sections)
• IEEE 802.1 Data Center Network Standard: Enabling Data Center Fabric 


Convergence onto Ethernet (Computer Soc. Webinar)



https://www.linkedin.com/company/ieee802

https://standards.ieee.org/featured/802/index.html
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November 2023 Public Visibility SC Activities


– Linkedin 4286 followers
– Linkedin post for 802.11 award ceremony 


• 1640 impressions
• 40 like
• 7 reposts


– IEEE SA,  802.11bb webinar
– 140 attendees
– 47 comments
– 24 reposts
– They want more…





		November 2023 Public Visibility SC Activities

		November 2023 Public Visibility SC Activities






IEEE 802 EC 
ITU standing committee
Glenn Parsons - Ericsson


glenn.parsons@ericsson.com
+1 514-379-9037


November 15, 2023


Mentor DCN:  EC-23-00212-00-INTL
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November meeting plan
• Wednesday, November 15th, 4-6 pm HT
▫ Hibiscus II - Kalia Center and webex


• Update on IEEE-SA BOG activities with ITU
• Review outcome of past meetings
▫ ITU Council – July 2023 & October 2023


• Review future meetings
▫ ITU-R RA – November 2023
▫ ITU Council working groups – January 2024
▫ ITU-T TSAG – January 2024
▫ ITU WSIS – May 2024
▫ ITU-T WTSA 24 – October 2024


• AOB


2Mentor DCN:  EC-23-00212-00-INTL



https://ieeesa.webex.com/ieeesa/j.php?MTID=md5226ba6ebce4d400a9a93a134f48ffe





Mentor DCN:  EC-23-00212-00-INTL
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ITU SC Objective / Scope


• 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 liaisons 
with ITU-R (e.g., in 802.18)


4Mentor DCN:  EC-23-00212-00-INTL







LMSC P&P section 5.6, item #2
https://ieee.box.com/v/PandP-LMSC


• 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). 


5Mentor DCN:  EC-23-00212-00-INTL
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Operating practice
• Membership


▫ Any 802 participant can attend and there are no members 
▫ Policy on reciprocal attendance rights for 802 WGs is per home WG


• Voting
▫ The ITU SC works by consensus (as determined by the chair)
▫ Any voting or approvals is done by the EC


• Preparation for upcoming ITU events for IEEE 802 & IEEE
▫ Summarize issues to de discussed per ITU event
▫ Review proposed positions/contributions, if any


 IEEE-SA staff or volunteers may propose
▫ Formalize volunteer engagement in ITU events
▫ Hold conference calls as needed between plenaries


Mentor 
DCN:  EC-
23-00212-


00-INTL


6







Mentor DCN:  EC-23-00212-00-INTL


7







IEEE and ITU
• IEEE is a Sector Member of ITU-T, ITU-R and ITU-D
▫ 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)


▫ ITU Council granted no fee sector membership ~2002
• IEEE is classified as a “regional or other international 


organization”
• IEEE is qualified as 
▫ ITU-T A.6 - Cooperation and exchange of information with 


national and regional SDOs
▫ ITU-T A.5 - Making reference to documents from other 


organizations.


Mentor DCN:  EC-23-00212-00-INTL
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http://www.itu.int/rec/T-REC-A.6

http://www.itu.int/rec/T-REC-A.5





Register for a TIES Account
• Typically, volunteers get access 


under their company’s membership
• Any IEEE 802 WG member may 


apply for a TIES Account under 
IEEE
▫ Provides access to ITU-T 


documents
▫ https://www.itu.int/en/ties-


services/Pages/login.aspx


Mentor DCN:  EC-23-00212-00-INTL
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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


Mentor DCN:  EC-23-00212-00-INTL
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Contact


Karen McCabe
Senior Director, Public Affairs and Marketing


k.mccabe@ieee.org


Mentor DCN:  EC-23-00212-00-INTL
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2023 Status 
• S&SI SMDC Committee On IEEE’s Relationship to International 


SDOs
• 2023 Scope:
▫ The committee provides strategic guidance, including competitive 


intelligence, to the IEEE SA Board of Governors (BOG) [through 
the S&SI SMDC] with respect to the interactions between IEEE 
SA and IEC, ISO, ITU, and regional Standards Development 
Organizations.


• 2023 Membership 
▫ Chair – David Law
▫ Glenn Parsons and others


• Progress
▫ Reviewing SDO activities  


Mentor DCN:  EC-23-00212-00-INTL
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Mentor DCN:  EC-23-00212-00-INTL
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ITU Council 2023-2026
• The Americas (9 seats) – Argentina; Bahamas; Brazil; Canada; 


Cuba; El Salvador; Mexico; Paraguay; United States
• Western Europe (8 seats) – France; Germany; Italy; Spain; 


Sweden; Switzerland; Türkiye; United Kingdom
• Eastern Europe and Northern Asia (5 seats) – Azerbaijan; 


Bulgaria; Czech Republic; Poland; Romania;
• Africa (13 seats) – Algeria; Egypt; Ghana; Kenya; Mauritius; 


Morocco; Nigeria; Rwanda; Senegal; South Africa; Tanzania; 
Tunisia; Uganda


• Asia and Australasia (13 seats) – Australia; Bahrain; China; 
India; Indonesia; Japan; Korea (Rep. of); Kuwait; Malaysia; 
Philippines; Saudi Arabia; Thailand; United Arab Emirates


Mentor DCN:  EC-23-00212-00-INTL


15







ITU Council
• The Council acts as the Union’s governing body 


in the interval between Plenipotentiary 
Conferences.


• Its role is to consider broad telecommunication 
policy issues to ensure that the Union's 
activities, policies and strategies fully respond to 
today's dynamic, rapidly changing  
telecommunications environment.


Mentor DCN:  EC-23-00212-00-INTL
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ITU Council – July 2023   
• Key issues
▫ Financial Resource Management  
 Biennial budget approved – but there will be pressure to raise dues
 Multiple new building options – fall back, status quo, rework –> defer
 Members solicited to host ~60 Study Group meetings during the 


building period of ~4 years
▫ Resolution 167 on remote participation


 remote decision-making is too complex from a legal and practical perspective, but 
remote meeting support will be strengthened


• Council WG kick-off with chair appointments
▫ Languages – Kenya, Internet – Poland, Finance – US, ITR – Egypt, 


WSIS/SDG – South Africa, WTPF – Canada, Strategy – Saudi Arabia
▫ CWG-LANG is not studying the inclusive languages issue


 More likely that SCV will review and provide guidance


Mentor DCN:  EC-23-00212-00-INTL
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ITU Council – October 2023   
• Financial Resource Management 
▫ ITU Premises Building Project
 Chose the option to continue with the current plan
 Requires finding CHF 57 million


▫ Action
 ITU staff actioned to find funding to cover operational costs of 


meeting in CICG and PalExpo
 Ask Swiss government to increase the ITU loan


• Next CWG – January 2024


Mentor DCN:  EC-23-00212-00-INTL
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ITU-R RA
• Radiocommunication Assembly 2023
▫ 13 to 17 November 2023, immediately preceding WRC-23. 


• Guidance
▫ duties and functions - Article 13 of the Constitution and Article 8 


of the Convention
▫ working methods - § A1.2 of Resolution ITU-R 1-8.


• Structure
▫ COM 1 – Steering Committee
▫ COM 2 – Budget control
▫ COM 3 – Editorial Committee
▫ COM 4 – Structure and work programme of the Study Groups
▫ COM 5 – Working methods of the RA and SGs 


Mentor DCN:  EC-23-00212-00-INTL
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https://itu.int/pub/S-CONF-PLEN-2019/en

https://itu.int/pub/S-CONF-PLEN-2019/en
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ITU-R RA 
• Role of the Assemblies:


• assign conference preparatory work and other 
questions to the Study Groups;


• respond to other requests from ITU conferences;
• suggest suitable topics for the agenda of future WRCs;
• approve and issue ITU-R Recommendations and ITU-R 


Questions developed by the Study Groups;
• set the programme for Study Groups, and disband or 


establish Study Groups according to need.


Mentor DCN:  EC-23-00212-00-INTL
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Telecommunication Standardization 
Advisory Group (TSAG) 
• advisory body to the study groups, membership and staff of ITU-T
▫ responsible for the working procedures defined in the A-series 


Recommendations and the organization of the ITU-T work 
programme. 


▫ Responsible for the work programme between WTSA
• In person – January 2024
▫ TSAG has organized into two working parties, multiple 


rapporteur and coordination Groups
 Working methods
 Work Programme (including industry engagement)


Mentor DCN:  EC-23-00212-00-INTL
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Mentor DCN:  EC-23-00212-00-INTL


Working Party 1


Working Methods and related WTSA 
preparations (WP-WMW)


Chairman: Mr Tobias KAUFMANN


Vice Chairman: Ms Minah LEE


Working Party 2


Industry Engagement, Work Programme, 
Restructuring (WP-IEWPR)


Chairman: Ms Gaëlle MARTIN-COCHER


Vice Chairman: Mr Guy-Michel KOUAKOU


Rapporteur Group


WTSA Preparations (RG-WTSA)


Rapporteur: Ms Fang LI


Associate Rapporteur on WTSA Guidelines: Mr Isaac 
BOATENG


Associate Rapporteur on Streamlining Resolutions: Mr 
Evgeny TONKIKH


Rapporteur Group


Working Methods (RG-WM)


Rapporteur: Mr Olivier DUBUISSON


Associate Rapporteur on e-meetings: Mr Phil 
RUSHTONJCA-AHF


Accessibility, Human Factors


Chairman: Ms Andrea SAKS


Rapporteur Group


Work Programme and Restructuring,
SG work, SG Coordination (RG-WPR)


Rapporteur: Ms Miho NAGANUMA


Associate Rapporteur on restructuring: Mr Greg RATTA


Rapporteur Group Industry Engagement, Metrics 
(RG-IEM)


Rapporteur: Mr Glenn PARSONS


Associate Rapporteur on emerging technologies: Mr 
Arnaud TADDEI


Associate Rapporteur on metrics: Mr Noah LUO


Rapporteur SOP


Strategic & Operational Plan


Rapporteur: Mr Víctor MARTÍNEZ VANEGAS


TSAG Plenary


Chairman: Mr Abdurahman AL HASSAN


10 TSAG Vice Chairmen


JCA-DCC


Digital COVID Certificate


Chairman: Mr Heung-Youl YOUM


Coordination, Representatives


Representatives to IEC-ISO-ITU-T SPCG: Ms Miho 
NAGANUMA, Mr Per FRÖJDH, Mr Ajit JILLAVENKATESA, Mr 
Olivier DUBUISSON, Mr Zhicheng QU


ISCG and Inter-Sector Coordination: Mr Abdurahman AL 
HASSAN, Mr Dominique WÜRGES, Mr Noah LUO


Coordination with the CITS: Mr Paul NAJARIAN


Liaison Officer to IETF: Mr Scott MANSFIELD


Coordination, Representatives


Liaison Officer to ISO/IEC JTC1: Mr Shigeru MIYAKE


Liaison Officer to IEC/SMB/SG12: Mr Olivier DUBUISSON
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Key issues include
• SG restructuring (targeting WTSA-24  - October 2024 in Delhi)


▫ Overlap of Study Groups identified
▫ Organizational Reform (Res 99)


 Proposals invited for WTSA-24
 US & UK - reduced set of 8 SGs based on a thematic shuffling of questions


▫ Digital Transformation formed as a TSAG RG (and not a FG or SG)
• Industry engagement


▫ Update of Resolution 68 and the CTO/CxO meetings
 Next meeting – December 5 – Dubai (on WRC-23 sidelines)


▫ Action plan and new steering group on Industry Workshop
• Working methods 


▫ Working methods changes proposed for A.1 remain controversial
▫ Inclusive language guidance to Council


• Coordination Groups
▫ Standardization Programme Coordination Group (SPCG) with ISO/IEC


Mentor DCN:  EC-23-00212-00-INTL
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Virtual WSIS+20 Forum 2024
• World Summit on the Information Society
▫ ITU + UNESCO + UNCTAD + UNDP
 discuss the role of ICTs to implement the UN 


Sustainable Development Goals 
▫ ICTs for Well-Being, Inclusion and Resilience: WSIS Cooperation 


for Accelerating Progress on the SDGs
• 12-week agenda planned with 250+ sessions
▫ in person 27-31 May, 2024


• Open Consultation process
▫ Themes, Topics, Speakers, Workshops, Exhibits
▫ IEEE SA is a Specific Activity Partner in 2022 & 2023
 Includes thematic workshop, HL policy session, HL track facilitator
 Previous IEEE 802 topic – Time-Sensitive Networking in 2022


Mentor DCN:  EC-23-00212-00-INTL
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ITU-T WTSA-24 
• World Telecommunication Standardization Assembly


▫ non-binding, non-treaty
 usually held every four years WTSA-24 will take place in 15-24 October 2024


▫ leadership appointment for Study Groups
▫ organized in committees to define the next period of study for ITU-T, 


two substantive : 
 Working Methods, which will discuss such matters as proposed changes to 


 Resolution 1 (Rules of procedure of ITU-T), 
 Recommendation A.1 (Working methods for study groups of ITU-T) and
 Recommendation A.7 (Focus Groups: Establishment and working procedures)


 Work Programme and Structure, which will address, in addition to other issues like 
question definition, the establishment of a framework for SG restructuring at WTSA-24. 


• Global Standards Symposium 
▫ Leader forum of SDOs (usually including IEEE) immediately preceding


Mentor DCN:  EC-21-0283-00-INTL
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Preparations led by ITU Regional 
Telecommunication Organizations
CITEL: Inter-American Telecommunication Commission – North, Central 
and South America, and the Caribbean – 34 Member States except Cuba  
CEPT: European Conference of Postal and Telecommunications 
Administrations – 48 countries of the European region  
ATU: African Telecommunications Union – 46 Member States of the 
African region  
APT: Asia-Pacific Telecommunity – 38 Member States of the Asia-Pacific 
region  
RCC: Regional Commonwealth in the field of Communications – 17 
Member States comprising the Russian Federation and former Soviet 
republics  .
League of Arab States – 21 Arab States in and around North Africa, the 
Horn of Africa and Arabia  


Mentor DCN:  EC-21-0283-00-INTL
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IEEE 802 summary
• WSIS is a useful opportunity for policy engagement, 


capacity building and public visibility on IEEE 802 
technologies at ITU  
▫ Time-Sensitive Networking workshop held at WSIS 2022
▫ Opportunity for WSIS 2024 (hybrid Feb/Mar and in-person May)
▫ ITU SC chair to confirm with IEEE SA on their plans to promote 


topics at WSIS 2024


• Given ITU new building project, opportunity for IEEE 
802 to host or sponsor ITU-T SG15 at future plenary
▫ Joint workshop - July 2024 in Montreal
▫ Meeting and/or joint workshop - July 2026 in Montreal


Mentor DCN:  EC-23-00212-00-INTL
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Orientation Program Report


Roger Marks (EthAirNet Associates)
roger@ethair.net
+1 802 capable


16 November 2023


Mentor DCN 802-ec-23-0218-00-00EC







2


IEEE 802 Orientation slides


• Current IEEE 802 Orientation slides:
▫ https://mentor.ieee.org/802-ec/documents?is_dcn=23&is_year=2020 
▫ See also http://www.ieee802.org/orientation.shtml
▫ Updated 7 November 2023 (r6)


� voice audio explanations still embedded into slides (pptx)
▫ Unable to update to r7 due to repeated Mentor timeout errors


� Others have reported errors for files over ~5 MB
� Awaiting response to request to IEEE staff



https://mentor.ieee.org/802-ec/documents?is_dcn=23&is_year=2020

http://www.ieee802.org/orientation.shtml
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Orientation


• IEEE 802 Orientation slides are the basis of the 
IEEE 802 Orientation meeting, normally held 
Monday 09-10:00 each 802 Plenary Session


• Historically, assignment of presenter was 
rotated among 802 Working Groups


• Second Vice Chair invites presenters
▫ additional volunteers from larger Working Groups


• July 2020 through July 2023: Web-based 
presentations during or before 802 Plenary


• November 2023: returned to in-person 
presentations
▫ It’s better this way.
▫ Intention is to continue in-person.
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Orientation History
Plenary Date Presenter Presenter Role


2018-07-09 Hyeong-Ho Lee 802.21 Vice Chair


2018-11-12 Oliver Holland 802.22 Vice Chair


2019-03-11 Ben Wolfe 802.24 Vice Chair


2019-07-15 Max Riegel 802.1 TG Chair


2019-11-11 Jessy Rouyer 802.1 Secretary


2020-03 –


2020-07-08
2020-10-28
2021-03-01
2021-07-06
2021-11-05
2022-03-04
2022-11-08
2023-03-08
2023-07-06


Roger Marks EC Mentoring


2023-11-13 Phil Beecher 802.15 Vice Chair
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Orientation, 2023-11-13


• Good turnout
▫ “In-Person Event Information” email invitation of 


November 8 announced the event
• 8 participants logged in IMAT
▫ (excluding presenter and staff)


• 1 participant completed the survey
• Good questions raised during the meeting
• Christy Bahn of IEEE staff provided helpful 


comments toward revision of the slide set
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Survey, 2023-11-13
• How likely is it that you would recommend IEEE 802 


Orientation Training to a friend or colleague? 4/5
• Overall, how would you rate the IEEE 802 Orientation 


Training? 4/5
• How organized was the IEEE 802 Orientation Training 


program? 4/5
• How friendly was the speaker? 5/5
• How helpful was the speaker? 5/5
• Did the written material include the information you 


needed? 5/5
• Was the IEEE 802 Orientation Training program length too 


long, too short, or about right? About right
• No free-form responses.








Treasurer Report 
November 2023


(ec-23-0222-02-00EC)
George Zimmerman & Clint Chaplin


11/17/2023 11:54 AM


11/17/2023 11:54 AM 1ec-23-0222-02-00EC







‘Deadbeat’ status update


• Deadbeat list posted ec-22-0247-07-00.pdf on mentor – updated per 
July plenary and activity through this week (2 deletes)


• 8 total (5 are from July 2021, none since 2022)
• Effect of rules is to suspend voting rights & registration, and 


attendance at meetings in plenary session


11/17/2023 11:54 AM ec-23-0222-02-00EC 2







These individuals are in arrears on meeting fees


WG Name Affiliation Session 1 Session 2
3 Rea, David The Siemon Company (note - no longer with them) Nov-21
1 Bolia,  Harsh Analog Devices Inc. Jul-21
3 Rannow,  R K Silverdraft Supercomputing Jul-21


15 Rocha,  alessandra Wimax forum Jul-21
11 Roy,  Richard Jul-21
11 Liu, Baosheng Sep-21
11 OZDEN ZENGIN, OZLEM Vestel Mar-22
3 Zhiwei, Yang ZTE Corporation Mar-22


Until payment is made IEEE 802 rules mandate that they not attend meetings during any 802 plenary 
session, cannot complete registration for a meeting, voting rights are rescinded, and attendance credit is 
reset as if no meetings had been attended.
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Cash on Hand and Committed Funds


• Committed Reserves as of 11/16/2023 – $87,500 (Atlanta 2025)
• No change


• Payments made to vendors for this and future Sessions - $21,374 
(check)


• F2F for initial work on upcoming sessions (3/2024, 7/2024, 11/2024)
• (minus this meeting (12.5K) + 3,874 new payment for Denver site visit)


• Cash on Hand (Bank Balance) as of Nov 16 2023: $2,183,712.91
• Includes income from this meeting, and ~$272k deposits 


• But NOT all (most) expenses for this venue or final payments to meeting 
planner (50k), network, and other vendors


11/17/2023 11:54 AM ec-23-0222-02-00EC 4







2022 Session Estimates and Forecasts
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Session Result March 2022 T1 July 2022 T2 Nov 2022 T3 TOTAL 2022
STATUS ACTUAL PRELIMINARY ACTUAL PRELIMINARY
AS OF DATE 2023-03-12 2023-03-12 2023-03-12 2023-03-12
Session Income $428,000 $565,325 $621,787 1,615,112
Session Expense -$271,447 -$384,377 -$471,913 -$1,127,737
Session Surplus/Loss $156,553 $180,949 149,874 $487,376
Sponsorships $0.00 $11,647 $4,379 16,026
Net Session 
Surplus/Loss $156,553 $192,596 $154,253.49 $503,402


11/17/2023 11:54 AM


Notes:
1. March 2022: 884 attendees, Expense includes contract cancellation fee, collections payments
2. July 2022: 977 registrants 418 onsite, Results are pending tax refund (need to check on)
3. Nov 2022: 926 registrants 391 onsite, Final Results as of 3/12/2023
4. Net worth change estimated $503,402, with non session income $7,266 and $5,558 expense







2023 Session Estimates and Forecasts
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Session Result March 2023 T1 July 2023 T2 Nov 2023 T3 TOTAL 2023
STATUS PRELIMINARY PRELIMINARY BUDGET ESTIMATE
AS OF DATE 2023-07-10 2023-07-12 2023-11-03 2023-07-12
Session Income $672,558 $756,965 $695,252 $2,124,775 
Session Expense -$627,870 -$684,953 -$719,556 -$2,032,379
Session Surplus/Loss $44,689 $72,012 -$24,304 $92,397 
Sponsorships 0 0 0 0
Net Session 
Surplus/Loss $44,689 $72,012 -$24,304 $92,397


11/17/2023 11:54 AM


Notes:
1. March 2023: 980 attendees, 462 onsite (pending registration charges)
2. July 2023: 969 registrants 578 onsite (pending registration charges)
3. Nov 2023: 11/16 reg data: 921 registrants 471 onsite, indicates ~$701k revenue vs. $695k budget







Reserves Update – Back to Normal


2019 Year End Reserve: $1.15M
2020 Year End Reserve: $0.96M ($0.23M in deposits w/vendors)
2021 Year End Reserve: $1.00M ($0.32M in deposits w/vendors)
2022 Reserve adds $505,110, to total $1.505 M
Estimated results for (all) 2023 bring this to $1.60 M


Reserves back to target level


11/17/2023 11:54 AM ec-23-0222-02-00EC 7







Questions?
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IEEE P802.19.3a Additional recommendations for improving coexistence PAR


Title:IEEE P802.19.3a Coexistence Methods for IEEE 802.11 and IEEE 802.15.4 Based Systems Operating in the Sub-
1 GHz Frequency Bands Amendment: Additional recommendations for improving coexistence


Type of Project Amendment to IEEE Standard 802.19.3-2021


Scope: This amendment updates and expands coexistence recommendations to
address new market requirements, increasing data traffic, greater device density of devices, and increased
potential for congestion based on both IEEE Std 802.11-2020 and IEEE Std 802.15.4 sub-1 GHz standards.
This amendment includes recommendations with respect to new devices, as well as compatibility with
deployed legacy devices.


Need: Since publication of the initial recommended practice, both underlying standards and market requirements have 
changed. These changes and spectrum regulation changes have resulted in new requirements driving new solutions 
which use both IEEE Std 802.11 Sub-1 GHz (S1G) and IEEE Std 802.15.4 S1G standards. There are many millions of 
deployed legacy 802.15.4 S1G devices (commonly referred to as 802.15.4g in the industry). Devices based on IEEE 
Std 802.11 S1G (commonly referred to as 802.11ah in the industry) are expected to begin widespread deployment. The 
need for new devices using different technologies to coexist is critical to support and sustain growth in the markets.
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IEEE P802.19.3a Additional recommendations for 
improving coexistence PAR to Nescom


Approve forwarding IEEE P802.19.3a PAR documentation in < :https://mentor.ieee.org/802.19/dcn/23/19-23-0017-0
0000-19-3a-par-draft.pdf> to NesCom


M:Tuncer Baykas S: Jon Rosdahl
Y: ??, N: ??, A: ??


WG vote:
Y:9 N:0 A:0


Related material:
WG motions (https://mentor.ieee.org/802.19/dcn/23/19-23-0027-00-0000-november-2023-wg-closing-report.pptx)


PAR:https://mentor.ieee.org/802.19/dcn/23/19-23-0017-02-0000-19-3a-par-draft.pdf


CSD:https://mentor.ieee.org/802.19/dcn/23/19-23-0018-02-0000-802-19-3a-csd-draft.doc



https://mentor.ieee.org/802.19/dcn/23/19-23-0017-03-0000-19-3a-par-draft.pdf

https://mentor.ieee.org/802.19/dcn/23/19-23-0017-03-0000-19-3a-par-draft.pdf

https://mentor.ieee.org/802.19/dcn/23/19-23-0027-00-0000-november-2023-wg-closing-report.pptx

https://mentor.ieee.org/802.19/dcn/23/19-23-0017-02-0000-19-3a-par-draft.pdf

https://mentor.ieee.org/802.19/dcn/23/19-23-0018-02-0000-802-19-3a-csd-draft.doc
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IEEE 802.19 Enhanced sub-1GHz Coexistence Study 
Group (first rechartering )
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IEEE 802.19 Enhanced sub-1GHz Coexistence Study Group (first 
rechartering )


Motion Grant the 1st rechartering of 802.19 Enhanced sub-
1GHz Coexistence Study Group 
M: Baykas S: 
Y: ??, N: ??, A: ?? 





		IEEE 802.19 agenda items �17 November 2023

		IEEE P802.19.3a Additional recommendations for improving coexistence PAR

		IEEE P802.19.3a Additional recommendations for improving coexistence PAR to Nescom

		Slide Number 4
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for the hybrid SC 6 meeting in December 2023


16 November 2023


Author:


Name Company Phone email


Peter Yee (Chair) AKAYLA peter@akayla.com
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Submission


November 2023


This report from IEEE 802 summarises issues of 
mutual interest to SC 6


Items included in this report


• Summary of IEEE 802 standards administered through the PSDO 
process


• Summary of standards currently in the PSDO process
– 802.1
– 802.3
– 803.11
– 802.15
– 802.19
– 802.22


Peter Yee, AKAYLASlide 2
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Summary of IEEE 802 standards 
administered through the PSDO 


process


Andrew Myles, CiscoSlide 3
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Submission


November 2023


IEEE 802 has sent 105 standards through the PSDO 
adoption process, with 49 in-process


WG Completed In-process
802.1 50 13
802.3 32 8
802.11 13 14
802.15 3 14
802.16 0 0
802.19 0 0
802.21 3 0
802.22 4 0


All 105 49


Peter Yee, AKAYLASlide 4
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Submission
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IEEE 802.1 WG has sent 50 standards completely 
through the PSDO adoption process


Peter Yee, AKAYLASlide 5


IEEE 802
standard


60-day
pre-ballot


5-month
FDIS ballot


Comments
resolved by IEEE


802 Oct 2014 Nov 2015 Jan 2016
802.1X 2013 Oct 2013 Jan 2014
802.1AE 2013 Oct 2013 Jan 2014
802.1AB May 2013 Dec 2013 May 2014
802.1AR May 2013 Dec 2013 May 2014
802.1AS May 2013 Dec 2013 May 2014
802.1AEbw Jan 2014 Feb 2015 Apr 2015
802.1AEbn Jan 2014 Feb 2015 Apr 2015
802.1AX May 2015 Nov 2015 n/a
802.1Xbx Mar 2015 Dec 2015 May 2016
802.1Q-Rev Mar 2015 Jan 2016 May 2016
802.1BA Sep 2015 Aug 2016 n/a
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Submission


November 2023


IEEE 802.1 WG has sent 50 standards completely 
through the PSDO adoption process


Peter Yee, AKAYLASlide 6


IEEE 802
standard


60-day
pre-ballot


5-month
FDIS ballot


Comments
resolved by IEEE


802.1BR Sep 2015 Aug 2016 n/a
802.1Qbv May 2016 Apr 2017 Jul 2017
802.1AB Jul 2016 Apr 2017 Jul 2017
802.1Qca Jul 2016 Apr 2017 Jul 2017
802.1Qbu Feb 2017 Oct 2017 n/a
802.1Qbz Feb 2017 Oct 2017 n/a
802.1Qcd Oct 2016 Dec 2017 n/a
802.1Q-Cor1 - Mar 2017 Jul 2017
802.1AC-Rev May 2017 Mar 2018 Apr 2018
802d Jun 2017 Mar 2018 n/a
802.1AX/Cor1 - Jul 2018 n/a
802.1AEcg Sep 17 Aug 18 Jan 19
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Submission
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IEEE 802.1 WG has sent 50 standards completely 
through the PSDO adoption process


Peter Yee, AKAYLASlide 7


IEEE 802
standard


60-day
pre-ballot


5-month
FDIS ballot


Comments
resolved by IEEE


802.1CB 20 Jan 18 26 Dec 18 n/a
802.1Qci 9 Dec 17 3 Jan 19 n/a
802.1Qch 20 Jan 18 3 Jan 19 n/a
802c 2 Feb 18 26 Dec 18 Apr 19
802.1CM 14 Oct 18 27 Jun 19 n/a
802.1AR-Rev 14 Oct 18 14 Nov 19 Apr 20
802.1AC/Cor-1 n/a 17 Mar 19 n/a
802.1Q-2018 11 Mar 19 4 May 20 Jun 20
802.1AE-Rev 11 Mar 19 26 Jun 20 Aug 20
802.1Xck 11 Mar 19 26 Jun 20 Aug 20
802.1AE/Cor1 n/a 13 Jan 21 n/a
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IEEE 802.1 WG has sent 50 standards completely 
through the PSDO adoption process


Peter Yee, AKAYLASlide 8


IEEE 802
standard


60-day
pre-ballot


5-month
FDIS ballot


Comments
resolved by IEEE


802.1Qcp Jul 2020 Jul 2021 n/a
802.1Qcy Jul 2020 Jul 2021 n/a
802.1AX-REV Aug 2020 Jul 2021 n/a
802.1Qcc Jul 2020 Sep 2021 Jan 2022
802.1AS-Rev Aug 2020 Sep 2021 Jan 2022
802.1CMde Jan 2021 Sep 2021 Jan 2022
.1X-2020 Dec 2020 Nov 2021 Mar 2022
.1CS Jul 2021 Jun 2022 n/a
.1CBdb Jun 2022 Jan 2023 n/a
.1CBcv Jun 2022 Jan 2023 n/a
.1AS/Cor-1 Sep 2021 Aug 2022 Nov 2022
.1BA-REV Jun 2022 Mar 2023 Jul 2023
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IEEE 802.1 WG has sent 50 standards completely 
through the PSDO adoption process


Peter Yee, AKAYLASlide 9


IEEE 802
standard


60-day
pre-ballot


5-month
FDIS ballot


Comments
resolved by IEEE


802.1ACct Apr 2022 Mar 2023 Jul 2023
802.1ABcu Jul 2022 Jun 2023 n/a
802.1ABdh Jul 2022 Jun 2023 n/a
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IEEE 802.3 WG has sent 32 standards completely 
through the PSDO adoption process


Peter Yee, AKAYLASlide 10


IEEE 802
standard


60-day
pre-ballot


5-month
FDIS ballot


Comments
resolved by IEEE


802.3 2013 Feb 2014 n/a


802.3 Jul 2016 Mar 2017 Mar 2017


802.3 Apr 2019 Jul 2020 Nov 2020


802.3.1 Oct 2014 Jun 2015 Apr 2015


802.3bw Sep 2016 Sep 2017 Nov 2017


802.3bp Jan 2017 Oct 2017 n/a


802.3bq Jan 2017 Oct 2017 n/a


802.3br Feb 2017 Oct 2017 n/a


802.3by Jan 2017 Oct 2017 n/a


802.3bz Feb 2017 Oct 2017 n/a


802.3/Cor 1 - Nov 2017 n/a
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IEEE 802.3 WG has sent 32 standards completely 
through the PSDO adoption process


Peter Yee, AKAYLASlide 11


IEEE 802
standard


60-day
pre-ballot


5-month
FDIS ballot


Comments
resolved by IEEE


802.3bn Apr 17 Sep 18 n/a


802.3bv Aug 17 Sep 18 n/a


802.3bu Aug 17 Sep 18 n/a


802.3bs Apr 18 Dec 18 n/a


802.3cc Apr 18 Dec 18 n/a


802.3-rev Apr 19 Jul 20 Nov 2020


802.3cn Dec 20 Sep 21 Nov 2021


802.3cq Dec 20 Sep 21 Nov 2021


802.3cm Dec 20 Sep 21 Nov 2021


802.3ch Dec 20 Sep 21 Nov 2021


802.3.2 Dec 20 Sep 21 Nov 2021
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Submission


November 2023


IEEE 802.3 WG has sent 32 standards completely 
through the PSDO adoption process


Peter Yee, AKAYLASlide 12


IEEE 802
standard


60-day
pre-ballot


5-month
FDIS ballot


Comments
resolved by IEEE


802.3cb 8 Apr 19 11 Nov 21 Feb 22


802.3bt 17 Oct 20 11 Nov 21 Feb 22


802.3cd 17 Oct 20 11 Nov 21 Feb 22


802.3cg 14 Dec 20 17 Nov 21 Feb 22


802.3ca 14 Dec 20 17 Nov 21 Feb 22


802.3cr 11 Jun 21 4 Jun 22 n/a


802.3cu 11 Jun 21 4 Jun 22 n/a


802.3ct 9 Oct 21 2 Sep 22 Oct 22


802.3cv 9 Oct 21 1 Sep 22 Oct 22


802.3cp 9 Oct 21 2 Sep 22 Oct 22
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IEEE 802.11 WG has sent 12 standards completely 
through the PSDO adoption process


Peter Yee, AKAYLASlide 13


IEEE 802
standard


60-day
pre-ballot


5-month
FDIS ballot


Comments
resolved by IEEE


802.11 2012 2012 Nov 2013


802.11aa Feb 2013 Jan 2014 July 2014


802.11ad Feb 2013 Jan 2014 July 2014


802.11ae Feb 2013 Jan 2014 July 2014


802.11ac Sep 2014 Jul 2015 Jul 2015


802.11af Sep 2014 Jul 2015 Jul 2015


802.11-2016 Apr 2017 Apr 2018 May 2018


802.11ai Sep 2017 Dec 2018 Feb 2019


802.11ah Jul 2017 Feb 2019 Mar 2019
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IEEE 802.11 WG has sent 12 standards completely 
through the PSDO adoption process


Peter Yee, AKAYLASlide 14


IEEE 802
standard


60-day
pre-ballot


5-month
FDIS ballot


Comments
resolved by IEEE


802.11ah Jul 2017 Feb 2019 Mar 2019


802.11aj Feb 2019 Jun 2020 Jul 2020


802.11ak Feb 2019 Jun 2020 Jul 2020


802.11aq Feb 2019 Jun 2020 Jul 2020


802.11-2020 Jan 2020 Jun 2021 Jul 2022
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Submission


November 2023


IEEE 802.15 WG has sent three standards  
completely through the PSDO adoption process


Peter Yee, AKAYLASlide 15


IEEE 802
standard


60-day
pre-ballot


5-month
FDIS ballot


Comments
resolved by IEEE


802.15.3 Oct 2016 Sep 2017 n/a


802.15.4 Apr 2017 Jan 2018 n/a


802.15.6 23 Nov 16 7 Sep 17 Jul 19
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Submission


November 2023


IEEE 802.16 WG has sent zero standards completely 
through the PSDO adoption process


Peter Yee, AKAYLASlide 16


IEEE 802
standard


60-day
pre-ballot


5-month
FDIS ballot


Comments
resolved by IEEE
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Submission


November 2023


IEEE 802.19 WG has sent zero standards completely 
through the PSDO adoption process


Peter Yee, AKAYLASlide 17


IEEE 802
standard


60-day
pre-ballot


5-month
FDIS ballot


Comments
resolved by IEEE
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IEEE 802.21 WG has sent three standards 
completely through the PSDO adoption process


Peter Yee, AKAYLASlide 18


IEEE 802
standard


60-day
pre-ballot


5-month
FDIS ballot


Comments
resolved by IEEE


802.21-2017 Jul 2017 Feb 2018 Mar 2018


802.21.1 Jul 2017 Mar 2018 Jul 2017


802.21/Cor1 - Jun 2018 n/a
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Submission
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IEEE 802.22 WG has sent four standards completely 
through the PSDO adoption process


Peter Yee, AKAYLASlide 19


IEEE 802
standard


60-day
pre-ballot


5-month
FDIS ballot


Comments
resolved by IEEE


802.22 May 2014 Feb 2015 n/a


802.22a April 2016 Jul 2017 n/a


802.22b April 2016 July 2017 Mar 2018


802.22-REV Oct 2020 Mar 2022 Aug 2022
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Submission
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IEEE 802 continues to notify SC 6 of various new 
projects


• IEEE 802 has agreed to notify SC 6 when IEEE 802 starts new projects


• The benefit to IEEE 802 is that it might cause SC 6 members to 
participate in or contribute to IEEE 802 activities


• After the July 2023 plenary in Berlin, the IEEE 802 LMSC Recording 
Secretary notified (in N18093) the approval of:
– IEEE 802.3 Improved Support of Asymmetric Applications for Cameras (ISAAC) 


Study Group
– IEEE 802.15 Next Generation SUN PHY Study Group
– IEEE 802.19 Enhanced Methods for Sub-1GHz Coexistence


Peter Yee, AKAYLASlide 20
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Submission


November 2023


IEEE 802.1 has 13 standards in the pipeline for 
adoption under the PSDO


Slide 21


802 Last draft liaised 60-day
pre-ballot


5-month
FDIS ballot


Comments
resolved


.1Q-REV D1.0 Sep 21 Passed 26 Mar 23 Waiting - Jul 23


.1Qcz D1.2 Aug 20 Passed 12 Nov 23 Waiting - Waiting


.1AEdk D2.1 Sep 22 Passed 12 Nov 23 Waiting - Waiting


802f D2.0 Feb 23 - - - - -


.1Qcw D2.0 Dec 22 - - - - -


.1Qcj D2.0 Dec 22 - - - - -


.1ASdr D1.2 Oct 23 - - - - -


.1CS-
2020/Cor1


D2.0 Oct 23 - - - - -


.1DC D3.0 Oct 23 - - - - -


.1ASdn Waiting - - - - - -


Peter Yee, AKAYLA
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IEEE 802.1 has 13 standards in the pipeline for 
adoption under the PSDO


Slide 22


802 Last draft liaised 60-day
pre-ballot


5-month
FDIS ballot


Comments
resolved


.1Qdj Waiting - - - - - -


802-2014 
rev


Waiting - - - - - -


.1Qdx Waiting - - - - - -


Peter Yee, AKAYLA
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Submission


November 2023
Bridges & Bridged Networks
IEEE 802.1Q-REV-2022 passed 60-day pre-ballot in 
March 2023 
Drafts sent to SC 6: sent


• 802.1Q-REV D1.0 was liaised for information on 23 Sep 2021 (N17614)


60-day pre-ballot: closed 26 Mar 2023


• (N18055) – passed with one negative vote from the China NB.


FDIS ballot: waiting


Peter Yee, AKAYLASlide 23
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Submission


November 2023
Bridges & Bridged Networks: Congestion Isolation
IEEE 802.1Qcz passed 60-day pre-ballot in Nov 2023 


Drafts sent to SC 6: sent


• 802.1Qcz D1.2 was liaised in Aug 2020 (N17269)


60-day pre-ballot: passed


• There was a WG/EC motion in Nov 2020 to submit into the PSDO 
adoption process once approved & published 
– (Jul 2021) IEEE 802.1Qcz is waiting on IEEE 802.1Q-Rev, but it is also 


dependent on IEEE 802.1ABcu for the YANG; no amendments of IEEE 802.1Q-
Rev can publish until IEEE 802.1Q-Rev is published


– (Nov 2022) IEEE 802.1Qcz is going out for an SA recirculation ballot
– (Jan 2023) IEEE 802.1Qcz finished SA recirc ballot comment resolution
– (Feb 2023) D2.7 generated after another recirc/comment resolution cycle
– (Aug 2023) submitted for approval as it was published on 5 Jun 2023
– (Sept 2023) Ballot initiated 14 Sep 2023, closed 12 Nov 2023; 8/0/11; 1 


comment from China NB


FDIS ballot: waiting
Peter Yee, AKAYLASlide 24
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Submission


November 2023
MAC Privacy Protection
IEEE 802.1AEdk D2.1 passed 60-day pre-ballot in 
Nov 2023 


Drafts sent to SC 6: sent


• IEEE 802.1AEdk D2.1 was liaised for information in Sep 2022 (N17883)


• (Nov 2022) 802.1AEdk will probably be submitted for balloting in Jan 
2023


• (Mar 2023) Motion for RevCom and publication expected. Motion passed 
to send for SC 6 adoption upon IEEE publication.


60-day pre-ballot: passed


• Formally submitted for approval on 22 Aug 2023


• Ballot initiated 14 Sept 2023, closed 12 Nov 2023


• Passed on a vote of 9/1/9 (Y/N/A); one comment from China NB


FDIS ballot: waiting


Peter Yee, AKAYLASlide 25
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Submission


November 2023
YANG Data Model for Ethertypes
IEEE 802f was liaised for information in Feb 2023


Drafts sent to SC 6: 15 Feb 2023


• (Nov 2022) 802f will be sent for information soonish, with its SA ballot 
expected in the next couple of months. 
– (Jan 2023) IEEE 802f will start SA ballot soon hopefully
– (Feb 2023) Submission: N17968


60-day pre-ballot: waiting


FDIS ballot: waiting


Peter Yee, AKAYLASlide 26
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Submission


November 2023
YANG Data Models for Scheduled Traffic, Frame Preemption, Per-Stream 
Filtering & Policing
IEEE 802.1Qcw was submitted into the PSDO 
process in Nov 2023
Drafts sent to SC 6: sent


• (Dec 2022) D2.0 was liaised for information (N17934)


60-day pre-ballot: waiting


• (Nov 2023) Submitted


FDIS ballot: waiting


Peter Yee, AKAYLASlide 27
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Submission


November 2023
Automatic Attachment to Provider Backbone Bridging (PBB) services
IEEE 802.1Qcj was submitted into the PSDO 
process in Nov 2023


Drafts sent to SC 6: sent


• (Nov 2022) IEEE 802.1 is planning to have a motion at this plenary to 
send IEEE P802.1Qcj to SC 6 for information when the SA ballot starts


• (Dec 2022) D2.0 liaised for information (N17933)


60-day pre-ballot: waiting


• (Nov 2023) Submitted


FDIS ballot: waiting
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Submission


November 2023
Timing and Synchronization for Time-Sensitive Applications Amendment: Inclusive Terminology


IEEE 802.1ASdr was liaised for information


Drafts sent to SC 6: sent


• (Oct 2023) Draft 1.2 liaised for information (N18119)


60-day pre-ballot: waiting


FDIS ballot: waiting


Peter Yee, AKAYLASlide 29
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Submission
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Automatic Attachment to Provider Backbone Bridging (PBB) services
IEEE 802.1CS-2020/Cor-1 was liaised for information


Drafts sent to SC 6: sent


• During March 2023 plenary, WG approved sending draft upon start of SA 
ballot.


• (Oct 2023) Draft 2.0 liaised for information (N18124)


60-day pre-ballot: waiting


FDIS ballot: waiting
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Submission


November 2023
Quality of Service Provision by Network Systems
IEEE 802.1DC was liaised for information


Drafts sent to SC 6: sent


• (Oct 2023) Draft 3.0 liaised for information (N18124)


60-day pre-ballot: waiting


FDIS ballot: waiting
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Submission


November 2023
Timing and Synchronization for Time-Sensitive Applications: YANG Data 
Model
IEEE 802.1ASdn will be liaised when appropriate


Drafts sent to SC 6: waiting


• (Nov 2023) No approved draft yet


60-day pre-ballot: waiting


FDIS ballot: waiting
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Submission


November 2023
Configuration Enhancements for Time-Sensitive Networking
IEEE 802.1Qdj will be liaised when appropriate


Drafts sent to SC 6: waiting


• (Nov 2023) No approved draft yet


60-day pre-ballot: waiting


FDIS ballot: waiting


Peter Yee, AKAYLASlide 33
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Submission


November 2023
Overview and Architecture
IEEE 802-2014 REVc will be liaised when 
appropriate


Drafts sent to SC 6: waiting


• (Nov 2023) No approved draft yet


60-day pre-ballot: waiting


FDIS ballot: waiting


Peter Yee, AKAYLASlide 34
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Submission


November 2023
YANG Data Models for the Credit-Based Shaper 
IEEE 802.1Qdx will be liaised when appropriate


Drafts sent to SC 6: waiting


• (Nov 2023) No approved draft yet


60-day pre-ballot: waiting


FDIS ballot: waiting


Peter Yee, AKAYLASlide 35







doc.: ec-23-0224-01


Submission


November 2023


IEEE 802.3 has 1 standards in the pipeline for 
adoption under the PSDO process and 7 awaiting 
submission


802 Last draft liaised 60-day
pre-ballot


5-month
FDIS ballot


Comments
resolved


.3-REV Std Nov 22 Cancelled Apr 23 Waiting - n/a


.3dd - - - - - - -


.3cs - - - - - - -


.3db - - - - - - -


.3ck - - - - - - -


.3de - - - - - - -


.3cx - - - - - - -


.3cz - - - - - - -
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doc.: ec-23-0224-01


Submission


November 2023


IEEE 802.3-REV was submitted into the PSDO 
process in Feb 2023


Drafts sent to SC 6: submitted Feb 2023


• (Nov 2022) IEEE 802.3-REV was liaised for information (N17882)


• (Nov 2022) has the EC approved submission to PSDO


60-day pre-ballot: cancelled


• Pre-ballot had been scheduled for 27 April 2023


• Pre-ballot cancelled on 27 April 2023. The reason stated by the 
ISO/IEC JTC 1/SC 6 Committee Manager was "due to the discovery of 
negative Letters of Assurance (LoA) associated with this standard, and 
as a result, the ballot cannot proceed”


• Adoption of IEEE 802.3 standards on hold until the issue over negative 
LoAs is resolved.


FDIS ballot: waiting
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doc.: ec-23-0224-01


Submission


November 2023
Power over Data Lines of Single Pair Ethernet
IEEE 802.3dd will probably be liaised after IEEE 
802.3-2022 has completed PSDO process
Drafts sent to SC6: waiting


• (Nov 2022) EC approved for liaising for information
– (Jan 2023) Staff suggests liaising held off until IEEE 802.3-2022 has completed 


PSDO process 


60-day pre-ballot: waiting


FDIS ballot: waiting
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doc.: ec-23-0224-01


Submission


November 2023
Increased-reach Ethernet optical subscriber access (Super-PON)
IEEE 802.3cs will probably be liaised after IEEE 
802.3-2022 has completed PSDO process
Drafts sent to SC6: waiting


• (Nov 2022) EC approved for liaising for information
– (Jan 2023) Staff suggests liaising held off until IEEE 802.3-2022 has completed 


PSDO process


60-day pre-ballot: waiting


FDIS ballot: waiting
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doc.: ec-23-0224-01


Submission


November 2023
100 Gb/s, 200 Gb/s, and 400 Gb/s Short Reach Fiber
IEEE 802.3db will probably be liaised after IEEE 
802.3-2022 has completed PSDO process
Drafts sent to SC6: waiting


• (Nov 2022) EC approved for liaising for information
– (Jan 2023) Staff suggests liaising held off until IEEE 802.3-2022 has completed 


PSDO process


60-day pre-ballot: waiting


FDIS ballot: waiting
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doc.: ec-23-0224-01


Submission


November 2023
100 Gb/s, 200 Gb/s, and 400 Gb/s Electrical Interfaces
IEEE 802.3ck will probably be liaised after IEEE 
802.3-2022 has completed PSDO process
Drafts sent to SC6: waiting


• (Nov 2022) EC approved for liaising for information
– (Jan 2023) Staff suggests liaising held off until IEEE 802.3-2022 has completed 


PSDO process


60-day pre-ballot: waiting


FDIS ballot: waiting
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doc.: ec-23-0224-01


Submission


November 2023
Time Synchronization for Point-to-Point Single Pair Ethernet
IEEE 802.3de will probably be liaised after IEEE 
802.3-2022 has completed PSDO process
Drafts sent to SC6: waiting


• (Jan 2023) EC approval for liaising for information likely in about March 
2023


60-day pre-ballot: waiting


FDIS ballot: waiting
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doc.: ec-23-0224-01


Submission


November 2023
Improved PTP Timestamping Accuracy
IEEE 802.3cx will probably be liaised after IEEE 
802.3-2022 has completed PSDO process
Drafts sent to SC6: waiting


• (Jan 2023) EC approval for liaising for information likely in about March 
2023


60-day pre-ballot: waiting


FDIS ballot: waiting
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doc.: ec-23-0224-01


Submission


November 2023
Multi-Gigabit Optical Automotive Ethernet
IEEE 802.3cz will probably be liaised after IEEE 
802.3-2022 has completed PSDO process
Drafts sent to SC6: waiting


• (Jan 2023) EC approval for liaising for information likely in about March 
2023


60-day pre-ballot: waiting


FDIS ballot: waiting
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doc.: ec-23-0224-01


Submission


November 2023


IEEE 802.11 has 7 standards in the pipeline for 
adoption under the PSDO and 7 awaiting 
submission


Std Last draft liaised 60-day
pre-ballot


5-month
FDIS ballot


Comments
resolved


.11ax D6.0 Jan 20 Passed 10 Aug 21 On hold - Nov 2021


.11ay D8.0 Feb 21 Not 
approved


9 Oct 21 - - n/a


.11az D4.0 Apr 22 Waiting - - - -


.11ba D8.0 Feb 21 On hold - - - -


.11bb D4.0 Dec 22 Waiting - - - -


.11bc D4.0 Dec 22 Waiting - - - -


.11bd D4.0 Jun 22 Waiting - - - -


.11be Waiting - - - - - -


.11bf Waiting - - - - - -


.11 Cor 1 Waiting - - - - - -
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doc.: ec-23-0224-01


Submission


November 2023


IEEE 802.11 has 7 standards in the pipeline for 
adoption under the PSDO and 7 awaiting 
submission (continued)


Std Last draft liaised 60-day
pre-ballot


5-month
FDIS ballot


Comments
resolved


.11bh Waiting - - - - - -


.11bi Waiting - - - - - -


.11bk Waiting - - - - - -


.11bn Waiting - - - - - -
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doc.: ec-23-0224-01


Submission


November 2023
Wi-Fi 6 
IEEE 802.11ax 60-day pre-ballot passed and 
responses have been sent, but it is on hold


Drafts sent to SC 6: sent


• Liaised D4.0 out of March 2019 meeting (N16974)


• Liaised D6.0 out of Jan 2020 meeting (N17096)


60-day pre-ballot: passed with responses sent but on hold


• IEEE 802.11ax 60-day ballot passed on 10 Aug 2021 (N17599)
– Passed 10/0/9 on need for ISO standard
– Passed 6/4/9 on support for submission to FDIS
– With negative comments from China (usual security comments)
– With negative comments from Sweden, Finland, Germany & a positive comment 


from Japan (in relation to negative LoAs)
– A response was sent – awaiting resolution


FDIS ballot: waiting
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doc.: ec-23-0224-01


Submission


November 2023


Responses were sent in Nov 2021 in relation the 60-
day ballot on IEEE 802.11ax


Latest news (Nov 2021)


• Ultimately the IEEE SA directed IEEE 802 that:
– The IEEE SA President would respond to ISO on the IPR related issues, based 


on content that had been developed by IEEE 802 (see 11-21-1400-05) 
— Sent on 8 Nov 2021 (see following slides for update)


– IEEE 802 respond to the China NB technical comments to SC 6 (see 11-21-
1400-08)
— IEEE 802 EC approval occurred on 5 Nov 2021
— IEEE SA staff liaised on 8 Nov 2021 (N17646)


• This approach had a number of benefits:
– It avoided the IEEE 802 EC arguing about whether it should respond to the non-


technical IPR related comments
– It highlighted the importance of the issue to IEEE SA
– It meant responses were sent to SC 6 & ISO quickly so that ISO/IEEE SA staff 


discussions could commence
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https://mentor.ieee.org/802.11/dcn/21/11-21-1400-05-0jtc-response-to-comments-on-802-11ax-in-60-day-ballot.docx
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doc.: ec-23-0224-01


Submission


November 2023


There is not yet closure on the 802.11ax IPR related 
issue … but there are ongoing discussions


Latest news (Jan 2023)


• There have lots of discussions between various stakeholders over the  
last year or so … with limited progress so far


• It is now understood that the 802.11ax IPR related issue is still being 
discussed … and so hopefully good news can be reported in the future


Peter Yee, AKAYLASlide 49







doc.: ec-23-0224-01


Submission


November 2023
Enhanced Throughput for Operation in License-exempt Bands above 45 GHz
IEEE 802.11ay 60-day ballot not approved on 9 Oct 
2021 and the process will need to restart
Drafts sent to SC 6: sent


• Liaised D3.0 out of March 2019 meeting (N16974)


• Liaised D5.0 out of Jan 2020 meeting (N17096)


• Liaised D7.0 out of Jan 2021 meeting (N17479)


60-day pre-ballot: not approved


• 802.11ay 60-day ballot not approved on 9 Oct 2021 (N17628)
– Passed 10/1/8 (Belgium) on need for ISO standard
– Not approved 6/6/7 (Belgium, Canada, China, Finland, Netherlands, Sweden) 


on support for submission to FDIS
— Note: Germany voted yes, unlike for 802.11ax
— Note: Japan also commented, while voting yes
— Note that three blanket negative LOAs and one explicit negative LOA on 802.11ay 


caused a similar problem to the 802.11ax problem
– Not passing means the process will need to restart once the IPR issue is sorted


FDIS ballot: waiting
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doc.: ec-23-0224-01


Submission


November 2023
Next generation positioning
IEEE 802.11az was liaised for information in Apr 
2022 


Drafts sent to SC 6: waiting


• 802.11az D4.0 was liaised for information on 8 Apr 2022 (N17742)


• (Nov 2022) Approved for submission to PSDO (after publication)


60-day pre-ballot: waiting


FDIS ballot: waiting
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doc.: ec-23-0224-01


Submission


November 2023
Wake up radio
IEEE 802.11ba is waiting for start of 60-day ballot, but 
it will not start until IPR related issues are resolved


Drafts sent to SC 6: sent


• Liaised D6.0 in March 2020 (N17157)


• Liaised D8.0 in Feb 2021 (N17479)


60-day pre-ballot: on hold


• WG motion to enter PSDO process approved in May 2021
– (Jul 2021) EC approved, for submission after publication


• (Nov 2021) The ballot has not yet started but it may run into the same 
IPR related issue as 802.11ay (and 802.11ax) because there are explicit 
negative LoAs associated with 802.11ba – and so it will not be 
progressed by IEEE 802 until the disagreement about negative LoAs is 
resolved.


FDIS ballot: waiting
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doc.: ec-23-0224-01


Submission


November 2023
Light Communications
IEEE 802.11bb was liaised in Dec 2022


Drafts sent to SC 6: sent


• (Dec 2022) D4.0 liaised for information


60-day pre-ballot: waiting


• (Nov 2023) Published by IEEE


FDIS ballot: waiting


Peter Yee, AKAYLASlide 53







doc.: ec-23-0224-01


Submission


November 2023
Enhanced Broadcast Service
IEEE 802.11bc was liaised in Dec 2022


Drafts sent to SC 6: sent


• (Dec 2022) D4.0 liaised for information


60-day pre-ballot: waiting


FDIS ballot: waiting
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doc.: ec-23-0224-01


Submission


November 2023
Enhancements for Next Generation V2X
IEEE 802.11bd D4.0 was liaised for information in 
June 2022


Drafts sent to SC 6: sent


• 802.11bd D4.0 was liaised in June 2022 (N17743)


60-day pre-ballot: waiting


• (Nov 2022) Approved for submission to PSDO (after publication)
– [Realistically, this won’t happen because IEEE 802.11bd has negative LoAs]


FDIS ballot: waiting


Peter Yee, AKAYLASlide 55







doc.: ec-23-0224-01


Submission


November 2023
Extremely High Throughput
IEEE 802.11be will be liaised when appropriate


Drafts sent to SC 6: waiting


• (Oct 2022) No approved draft yet


60-day pre-ballot: waiting


FDIS ballot: waiting
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doc.: ec-23-0224-01


Submission


November 2023
Correct IEEE 802.11ay Assignment of Protected Announce Support bit
IEEE 802.11-2020 Cor 1 will be liaised for approval 
when appropriate


Drafts sent to SC 6: waiting


• Probably only makes sense to liaise or submit after the 802.11ay IPR 
related issue is resolved


90-day FDIS ballot: waiting
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doc.: ec-23-0224-01


Submission


November 2023
WLAN Sensing
IEEE 802.11bf will be liaised when appropriate


Drafts sent to SC 6: waiting


• (Jul 2023) No approved draft yet


60-day pre-ballot: waiting


FDIS ballot: waiting
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doc.: ec-23-0224-01


Submission


November 2023
Randomized and Changing MAC Addresses (RCM)
IEEE 802.11bh will be liaised when appropriate


Drafts sent to SC 6: waiting


• (Jul 2023) No approved draft yet


60-day pre-ballot: waiting


FDIS ballot: waiting
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doc.: ec-23-0224-01


Submission


November 2023
Enhanced Data Privacy (EDP)
IEEE 802.11bi will be liaised when appropriate


Drafts sent to SC 6: waiting


• (Jul 2023) No approved draft yet


60-day pre-ballot: waiting


FDIS ballot: waiting
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doc.: ec-23-0224-01


Submission


November 2023
320 MHz Positioning
IEEE 802.11bk will be liaised when appropriate


Drafts sent to SC 6: waiting


• (Jul 2023) No approved draft yet


60-day pre-ballot: waiting


FDIS ballot: waiting
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doc.: ec-23-0224-01


Submission


November 2023
Ultra High Reliability
IEEE 802.11bn will be liaised when appropriate


Drafts sent to SC 6: waiting


• (Nov 2023) No approved draft yet


60-day pre-ballot: waiting


FDIS ballot: waiting
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doc.: ec-23-0224-01


Submission


November 2023


IEEE 802.15 WG has 14 standards in the pipeline for 
adoption under the PSDO


Std Last draft liaised 60-day
pre-ballot


5-month
FDIS ballot


Comments
resolved


.4-2020 Std Jan 23 Passed 12 Nov 23 Waiting - n/a


.4w-2020 Std Jan 23 Waiting - Waiting - -


.4y-2021 Waiting - Waiting - Waiting - -


.4z-2020 Std Jan 23 Waiting - Waiting - -


.4aa-2022 Std Jan 23 Waiting - Waiting - -


.3d-2017 Std Jan 23 Waiting - Waiting - -


.3e-2017 Std Jan 23 Waiting - Waiting - -


.3f-2017 Std Jan 23 Waiting - Waiting - -


.3-2023 Waiting - Waiting - Waiting - -
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doc.: ec-23-0224-01


Submission


November 2023


IEEE 802.15 WG has 14 standards in the pipeline for 
adoption under the PSDO


Std Last draft liaised 60-day
pre-ballot


5-month
FDIS ballot


Comments
resolved


.9-2021 Std Jan 23 Passed 12 Nov 23 Waiting - Waiting


.7-2018 Waiting - Waiting - Waiting - -


.7a Waiting - Waiting - Waiting - -


.13 Waiting - Waiting - Waiting - -


.6 Waiting - Waiting - Waiting - -
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doc.: ec-23-0224-01


Submission


November 2023
Low-rate wireless networks 
IEEE 802.15.4-2020 has passed its 60-day pre-ballot


Drafts sent to SC 6: Jan 2023


• (Sep 2022) It has been discovered that IEEE 802.15.4-2015 is already 
ratified as ISO/IEC/IEEE 8802-15-4-2018 (via JTC1/SC31, but now 
returned to SC 6); the new plan is to submit IEEE 802.15.4-2020 and 
amendments (802.15.4w/y/z/aa) ASAP for information … and then for 
PSDO consideration in early 2023


• (Nov 2022) IEEE 802.15.4 (and its amendments) have been approved by 
the IEEE 802 EC to be sent for information; IEEE 802.15.4 has been 
approved by the IEEE 802 EC to be submitted for adoption
– (Dec 2022) LS sent notifying SC 6 of plan (N17927)
– (Jan 2023) Staff is sending information version soon


60-day pre-ballot: passed
– Ballot initiated 14 Sep 2023, closed 12 Nov 2023
– Passed on a vote of 10/0/9 (Y/N/A); no comments received.


FDIS ballot: waiting
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doc.: ec-23-0224-01


Submission


November 2023
Extension to low-energy critical infrastructure monitoring PHY
IEEE 802.15.4w-2020 has been liaised for 
information
Drafts sent to SC 6: Jan 2023


• (Sep 2022) It has been discovered that IEEE 802.15.4-2015 is already 
ratified as ISO/IEC/IEEE 8802-15-4-2018 (via JTC1/SC31, but now 
returned to SC 6); the new plan is to submit IEEE 802.15.4-2020 and 
amendments (802.15.4w/y/z/aa) ASAP for information … and then for 
PSDO consideration in early 2023


• (Nov 2022) IEEE 802.15.4 (and its amendments) have been approved by 
the IEEE 802 EC to be sent for information; IEEE 802.15.4 has been 
approved by the IEEE 802 EC to be submitted for adoption
– (Dec 2022) LS sent notifying SC 6 of plan (N17927)


— Is it still planned that 802.15.4w is submitted into PSDO process?
— Staff suggests getting approval for submission into PSDO process after Mar 2023


– (Jan 2023) Staff is sending information version soon


60-day pre-ballot: waiting


FDIS ballot: waiting
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doc.: ec-23-0224-01


Submission


November 2023
AES-256 encryption & security extensions
IEEE 802.15.4y-2021 will be liaised for information 
soon
Drafts sent to SC 6: waiting


• (Sep 2022) It has been discovered that IEEE 802.15.4-2015 is already 
ratified as ISO/IEC/IEEE 8802-15-4-2018 (via JTC1/SC31, but now 
returned to SC 6); the new plan is to submit IEEE 802.15.4-2020 and 
amendments (802.15.4w/y/z/aa) ASAP for information … and then for 
PSDO consideration in early 2023


• (Nov 2022) IEEE 802.15.4 (and its amendments) have been approved by 
the IEEE 802 EC to be sent for information; IEEE 802.15.4 has been 
approved by the IEEE 802 EC to be submitted for adoption
– (Dec 2022) LS sent notifying SC 6 of plan (N17927)


— Staff suggests getting approval for submission into PSDO process after Mar 2023
– (Jan 2023) Staff will send for information when approved by the 802 EC


60-day pre-ballot: waiting


FDIS ballot: waiting
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doc.: ec-23-0224-01


Submission


November 2023
Enhanced UWB PHYs & associated ranging techniques
IEEE 802.15.4z-2020 has been liaised for information


Drafts sent to SC 6: Jan 2023


• (Sep 2022) It has been discovered that IEEE 802.15.4-2015 is already 
ratified as ISO/IEC/IEEE 8802-15-4-2018 (via JTC1/SC31, but now 
returned to SC 6); the new plan is to submit IEEE 802.15.4-2020 and 
amendments (802.15.4w/y/z/aa) ASAP for information … and then for 
PSDO consideration in early 2023


• (Nov 2022) IEEE 802.15.4 (and its amendments) have been approved by 
the IEEE 802 EC to be sent for information; IEEE 802.15.4 has been 
approved by the IEEE 802 EC to be submitted for adoption
– Dec 2022) LS sent notifying SC 6 of plan (N17927)


— Is it still planned that 802.15.4z is submitted into PSDO process?
— Staff suggests getting approval for submission into PSDO process after Mar 2023


– (Jan 2023) Staff is sending information version soon


60-day pre-ballot: waiting


FDIS ballot: waiting
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doc.: ec-23-0224-01


Submission


November 2023
Higher data rate extension to Smart Utility Network FSK PHY
IEEE 802.15.4aa-2022 has been liaised for 
information
Drafts sent to SC 6: Jan 2023


• (Sep 2022) It has been discovered that IEEE 802.15.4-2015 is already 
ratified as ISO/IEC/IEEE 8802-15-4-2018 (via JTC1/SC31, but now 
returned to SC 6); the new plan is to submit IEEE 802.15.4-2020 and 
amendments (802.15.4w/y/z/aa) ASAP for information … and then for 
PSDO consideration in early 2023


• (Nov 2022) IEEE 802.15.4 (and its amendments) have been approved by 
the IEEE 802 EC to be sent for information; IEEE 802.15.4 has been 
approved by the IEEE 802 EC to be submitted for adoption
– (Dec 2022) LS sent notifying SC 6 of plan (N17927)


— Staff suggests getting approval for submission into PSDO process after Mar 2023
– (Jan 2023) Staff is sending information version soon


60-day pre-ballot: waiting


FDIS ballot: waiting
Peter Yee, AKAYLASlide 69







doc.: ec-23-0224-01


Submission


November 2023
100 Gb/s wireless switched point-to-point physical layer
IEEE 802.15.3d-2017 has been liaised for 
information
Drafts sent to SC 6: Jan 2023


• (Sep 2022) Discovered that IEEE 802.15.3-2016 already ratified as 
ISO/IEC 8802-15-3: 2017 (via JTC1/SC31, but now returned to SC 6); 
the new plan is to submit amendments (d/e/f) ASAP for information … 
and then PSDO submission in early 2023


• (Nov 2022) The IEEE 802.15.3 amendments have been approved by the 
IEEE 802 EC to be submitted for information; they have not yet been 
approved to be submitted for adoption
– (Dec 2022) A LS was sent specifying plan (N17926)
– (Jan 2023) Staff is sending information version soon


60-day pre-ballot: waiting


FDIS ballot: waiting
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doc.: ec-23-0224-01


Submission


November 2023
High-rate close proximity point-to-point communications 
IEEE 802.15.3e-2017 has been liaised for 
information
Drafts sent to SC 6: Jan 2023


• (Sep 2022) Discovered that IEEE 802.15.3-2016 already ratified as 
ISO/IEC 8802-15-3: 2017 (via JTC1/SC31, but now returned to SC 6); 
the new plan is to submit amendments (d/e/f) ASAP for information … 
and then PSDO submission in early 2023


• (Nov 2022) The IEEE 802.15.3 amendments have been approved by the 
IEEE 802 EC to be submitted for information; they have not yet been 
approved to be submitted for adoption
– (Dec 2022) A LS was sent specifying plan (N17926)
– (Jan 2023) Staff is sending information version soon


60-day pre-ballot: waiting


FDIS ballot: waiting
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doc.: ec-23-0224-01


Submission


November 2023
Extending the PHY for mmWave to operate from 57.0 GHz to 71 GHz
IEEE 802.15.3f-2017 has been liaised for information


Drafts sent to SC 6: Jan 2023


• (Sep 2022) Discovered that IEEE 802.15.3-2016 already ratified as 
ISO/IEC 8802-15-3: 2017 (via JTC1/SC31, but now returned to SC 6); 
the new plan is to submit amendments (d/e/f) ASAP for information … 
and then PSDO submission in early 2023


• (Nov 2022) The IEEE 802.15.3 amendments have been approved by the 
IEEE 802 EC to be submitted for information; they have not yet been 
approved to be submitted for adoption
– (Dec 2022) A LS was sent specifying plan (N17926)
– (Jan 2023) Staff is sending information version soon


60-day pre-ballot: waiting


FDIS ballot: waiting


Peter Yee, AKAYLASlide 72







doc.: ec-23-0224-01


Submission


November 2023
High data rate wireless multi-media networks
IEEE 802.15.3-2023 will be submitted into the PSDO 
process soon


Drafts sent to SC 6: waiting


• (May 2023)
– IEEE 802.15.3 is now on RevCom agenda for June 2023.


• (September 2023)
– IEEE 802.15.3 is now on RevCom agenda for September 2023.


60-day pre-ballot: waiting


FDIS ballot: waiting
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doc.: ec-23-0224-01


Submission


November 2023
Short-range optical wireless communications 
IEEE 802.15.7-2018 will be submitted into the PSDO 
process soon


Drafts sent to SC 6: waiting


• (Sept 2022) Plan is to submit to PSDO ASAP
– (Dec 2022) A LS was sent specifying plan (N17929)


60-day pre-ballot: waiting


FDIS ballot: waiting
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doc.: ec-23-0224-01


Submission


November 2023
Higher rate, longer range optical camera communications
IEEE 802.15.7a will be submitted into the PSDO 
process when ready


Drafts sent to SC 6: waiting


• (Sept 2022) 802.15.7a LB starts soon so is not ready for submission


60-day pre-ballot: waiting


FDIS ballot: waiting
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doc.: ec-23-0224-01


Submission


November 2023
Transport of key management protocol (KMP) datagrams 
IEEE 802.15.9-2021 has passed its 60-day pre-ballot 
in Nov 2023


Drafts sent to SC 6: Jan 2023


• (Dec 2022) A LS statement (N17928) was sent outlining a plan to submit 
IEEE 802.15.9-2021 for information soon, with a PSDO submission later 
in the year


• (Jan 2023) Staff sent the document for information


60-day pre-ballot: passed
- Formally submitted on 22-Aug-2023
- Ballot initiated 14 Sep 2023, closed 12 Nov 2023
- Passed on a vote of 9/1/9 (Y/N/A); one comment received from China NB


FDIS ballot: waiting
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doc.: ec-23-0224-01


Submission


November 2023
Multi Gigabit/sec Optical Wireless Communication
IEEE 802.15.13 will be submitted into the PSDO 
process


Drafts sent to SC 6: waiting


• (Sep 2022) In SA ballot now – 802.15.13 will probably be submitted for 
information purposes after it firms up a bit more during the SA ballot 
process


• (Jan 2023) Approved by RevCom, should be published as IEEE 
802.15.13-2023.


60-day pre-ballot: waiting


FDIS ballot: waiting
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doc.: ec-23-0224-01


Submission


November 2023
Body Area Networking
There is no need to submit IEEE 802.15.6-2012 for 
ratification as ISO/IEC/IEEE standard


Drafts sent to SC 6: waiting


• (Sep 2022) Discovered that IEEE 802.15.6-2012 already ratified as 
ISO/IEC 8802-15-6: 2017 (via JTC1/SC31, but now returned to SC 6); 
the new plan is to submit when revised in a year or so


60-day pre-ballot: waiting


FDIS ballot: waiting
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doc.: ec-23-0224-01


Submission


November 2023


IEEE 802.19 has not yet considered submissions to 
the PSDO process


802 Last draft liaised 60-day
pre-ballot


5-month
FDIS ballot


Comments
resolved
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doc.: ec-23-0224-01


Submission


November 2023


IEEE 802.22 has no standard in the pipeline for 
adoption under the PSDO


802 Last draft liaised 60-day
pre-ballot


5-month
FDIS ballot


Comments
resolved
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		IEEE 802 status report to ISO/IEC JTC 1/SC 6�for the hybrid SC 6 meeting in December 2023

		This report from IEEE 802 summarises issues of mutual interest to SC 6

		Summary of IEEE 802 standards administered through the PSDO process

		IEEE 802 has sent 105 standards through the PSDO adoption process, with 49 in-process

		IEEE 802.1 WG has sent 50 standards completely through the PSDO adoption process

		IEEE 802.1 WG has sent 50 standards completely through the PSDO adoption process

		IEEE 802.1 WG has sent 50 standards completely through the PSDO adoption process

		IEEE 802.1 WG has sent 50 standards completely through the PSDO adoption process

		IEEE 802.1 WG has sent 50 standards completely through the PSDO adoption process

		IEEE 802.3 WG has sent 32 standards completely through the PSDO adoption process

		IEEE 802.3 WG has sent 32 standards completely through the PSDO adoption process

		IEEE 802.3 WG has sent 32 standards completely through the PSDO adoption process

		IEEE 802.11 WG has sent 12 standards completely through the PSDO adoption process

		IEEE 802.11 WG has sent 12 standards completely through the PSDO adoption process

		IEEE 802.15 WG has sent three standards  completely through the PSDO adoption process

		IEEE 802.16 WG has sent zero standards completely through the PSDO adoption process

		IEEE 802.19 WG has sent zero standards completely through the PSDO adoption process

		IEEE 802.21 WG has sent three standards completely through the PSDO adoption process

		IEEE 802.22 WG has sent four standards completely through the PSDO adoption process

		IEEE 802 continues to notify SC 6 of various new projects

		IEEE 802.1 has 13 standards in the pipeline for adoption under the PSDO

		IEEE 802.1 has 13 standards in the pipeline for adoption under the PSDO

		Bridges & Bridged Networks�IEEE 802.1Q-REV-2022 passed 60-day pre-ballot in March 2023 

		Bridges & Bridged Networks: Congestion Isolation�IEEE 802.1Qcz passed 60-day pre-ballot in Nov 2023 

		MAC Privacy Protection�IEEE 802.1AEdk D2.1 passed 60-day pre-ballot in Nov 2023 

		YANG Data Model for Ethertypes�IEEE 802f was liaised for information in Feb 2023�

		YANG Data Models for Scheduled Traffic, Frame Preemption, Per-Stream Filtering & Policing�IEEE 802.1Qcw was submitted into the PSDO process in Nov 2023

		Automatic Attachment to Provider Backbone Bridging (PBB) services�IEEE 802.1Qcj was submitted into the PSDO process in Nov 2023

		Timing and Synchronization for Time-Sensitive Applications Amendment: Inclusive Terminology�IEEE 802.1ASdr was liaised for information

		Automatic Attachment to Provider Backbone Bridging (PBB) services�IEEE 802.1CS-2020/Cor-1 was liaised for information

		Quality of Service Provision by Network Systems�IEEE 802.1DC was liaised for information

		Timing and Synchronization for Time-Sensitive Applications: YANG Data Model�IEEE 802.1ASdn will be liaised when appropriate

		Configuration Enhancements for Time-Sensitive Networking�IEEE 802.1Qdj will be liaised when appropriate

		Overview and Architecture�IEEE 802-2014 REVc will be liaised when appropriate

		YANG Data Models for the Credit-Based Shaper �IEEE 802.1Qdx will be liaised when appropriate

		IEEE 802.3 has 1 standards in the pipeline for adoption under the PSDO process and 7 awaiting submission

		IEEE 802.3-REV was submitted into the PSDO process in Feb 2023

		Power over Data Lines of Single Pair Ethernet�IEEE 802.3dd will probably be liaised after IEEE 802.3-2022 has completed PSDO process 

		Increased-reach Ethernet optical subscriber access (Super-PON)�IEEE 802.3cs will probably be liaised after IEEE 802.3-2022 has completed PSDO process 

		100 Gb/s, 200 Gb/s, and 400 Gb/s Short Reach Fiber�IEEE 802.3db will probably be liaised after IEEE 802.3-2022 has completed PSDO process 

		100 Gb/s, 200 Gb/s, and 400 Gb/s Electrical Interfaces�IEEE 802.3ck will probably be liaised after IEEE 802.3-2022 has completed PSDO process 

		Time Synchronization for Point-to-Point Single Pair Ethernet�IEEE 802.3de will probably be liaised after IEEE 802.3-2022 has completed PSDO process 

		Improved PTP Timestamping Accuracy�IEEE 802.3cx will probably be liaised after IEEE 802.3-2022 has completed PSDO process 

		Multi-Gigabit Optical Automotive Ethernet�IEEE 802.3cz will probably be liaised after IEEE 802.3-2022 has completed PSDO process 

		IEEE 802.11 has 7 standards in the pipeline for adoption under the PSDO and 7 awaiting submission

		IEEE 802.11 has 7 standards in the pipeline for adoption under the PSDO and 7 awaiting submission (continued)

		Wi-Fi 6 �IEEE 802.11ax 60-day pre-ballot passed and responses have been sent, but it is on hold

		Responses were sent in Nov 2021 in relation the 60-day ballot on IEEE 802.11ax

		There is not yet closure on the 802.11ax IPR related issue … but there are ongoing discussions

		Enhanced Throughput for Operation in License-exempt Bands above 45 GHz�IEEE 802.11ay 60-day ballot not approved on 9 Oct 2021 and the process will need to restart

		Next generation positioning�IEEE 802.11az was liaised for information in Apr 2022 

		Wake up radio�IEEE 802.11ba is waiting for start of 60-day ballot, but it will not start until IPR related issues are resolved

		Light Communications�IEEE 802.11bb was liaised in Dec 2022

		Enhanced Broadcast Service�IEEE 802.11bc was liaised in Dec 2022

		Enhancements for Next Generation V2X�IEEE 802.11bd D4.0 was liaised for information in June 2022

		Extremely High Throughput�IEEE 802.11be will be liaised when appropriate

		Correct IEEE 802.11ay Assignment of Protected Announce Support bit�IEEE 802.11-2020 Cor 1 will be liaised for approval when appropriate

		WLAN Sensing�IEEE 802.11bf will be liaised when appropriate

		Randomized and Changing MAC Addresses (RCM)�IEEE 802.11bh will be liaised when appropriate

		Enhanced Data Privacy (EDP)�IEEE 802.11bi will be liaised when appropriate

		320 MHz Positioning�IEEE 802.11bk will be liaised when appropriate

		Ultra High Reliability�IEEE 802.11bn will be liaised when appropriate

		IEEE 802.15 WG has 14 standards in the pipeline for adoption under the PSDO

		IEEE 802.15 WG has 14 standards in the pipeline for adoption under the PSDO

		Low-rate wireless networks �IEEE 802.15.4-2020 has passed its 60-day pre-ballot

		Extension to low-energy critical infrastructure monitoring PHY�IEEE 802.15.4w-2020 has been liaised for information

		AES-256 encryption & security extensions�IEEE 802.15.4y-2021 will be liaised for information soon

		Enhanced UWB PHYs & associated ranging techniques�IEEE 802.15.4z-2020 has been liaised for information

		Higher data rate extension to Smart Utility Network FSK PHY�IEEE 802.15.4aa-2022 has been liaised for information

		100 Gb/s wireless switched point-to-point physical layer�IEEE 802.15.3d-2017 has been liaised for information�

		High-rate close proximity point-to-point communications �IEEE 802.15.3e-2017 has been liaised for information�

		Extending the PHY for mmWave to operate from 57.0 GHz to 71 GHz�IEEE 802.15.3f-2017 has been liaised for information�

		High data rate wireless multi-media networks�IEEE 802.15.3-2023 will be submitted into the PSDO process soon

		Short-range optical wireless communications �IEEE 802.15.7-2018 will be submitted into the PSDO process soon�

		Higher rate, longer range optical camera communications�IEEE 802.15.7a will be submitted into the PSDO process when ready�

		Transport of key management protocol (KMP) datagrams �IEEE 802.15.9-2021 has passed its 60-day pre-ballot in Nov 2023

		Multi Gigabit/sec Optical Wireless Communication�IEEE 802.15.13 will be submitted into the PSDO process�

		Body Area Networking�There is no need to submit IEEE 802.15.6-2012 for ratification as ISO/IEC/IEEE standard

		IEEE 802.19 has not yet considered submissions to the PSDO process

		IEEE 802.22 has no standard in the pipeline for adoption under the PSDO
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Motion – 7.045


• Approve 
https://www.ieee802.org/1/files/public/docs2023/liais
on-IETF-madinas-1123.pdf as communication to 
IETF MAC Address Device Identification for 
Network and Application Services (MADINAS) WG 
on Randomized and Changing MAC Address, 
granting the IEEE 802.1 WG chair (or his delegate) 
editorial license.


• In the WG, Proposed:  Mick Seaman  
Second:  Karen Randall
– Sending draft (y/n/a):   33 – 0 – 5 


• In EC, for information (or motion to block)



https://www.ieee802.org/1/files/public/docs2023/liaison-IETF-madinas-1123.pdf

https://www.ieee802.org/1/files/public/docs2023/liaison-IETF-madinas-1123.pdf
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IEEE 802 LMSC 
134th Plenary Session


(5th mixed mode Plenary Session)


13-17 November 2023


DCN ec-23-0226-00-00EC







3.00 Chair’s Announcements
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3.00 Chair’s Announcements
• Reminder #1: Please use IMAT to log your attendance


• Reminder #2: 
November 2024 was Paul Nikolich’s PENultimate IEEE 802 LMSC Plenary Session as 802 Chairman.


Candidates for 802 Chair and the 802 EC Appointed positions are sought as soon as possible. Candidates should contact 
the holder of the position they seek to enable them to fully understand the responsibilities of the positions (802 Chair, 
Vice Chairs, Treasure, Recording Secretary,  Executive Secretary and Chair).


James Gilb has announced his intention to be considered for the 802 Chair position.


Please see https://mentor.ieee.org/802-ec/dcn/23/ec-23-0168-00-00EC-march-2024-802-ec-election-process.pdf for 
process details
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https://mentor.ieee.org/802-ec/dcn/23/ec-23-0168-00-00EC-march-2024-802-ec-election-process.pdf





• Geoff Thompson
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4.04 IEEE 802 LMSC Milestone 
Project Status Update







4.04 Milestone Supplemental Information
If you have time, consider checking out the IEEE Milestone for ALOHA Packet Radio Data Network, 1971


Citation: In June 1971, the ALOHA packet radio data network began providing inter-island access to computing facilities at 
the University of Hawaii. ALOHAnet was the first to demonstrate that communication channels could be effectively and 
efficiently shared on a large scale using simple random access protocols. It led directly to the development of Ethernet and 
personal wireless communication technologies. 
(https://ieeemilestones.ethw.org/Milestones:ALOHANET_(aka_ALOHA_System))


The Milestone Plaque is located about 2.2 miles from the Hilton
at the University of Hawai’i College of Engineering. 
(https://www.eng.hawaii.edu/about/history/alohanet/)


2540 Dole Street, Holmes Hall, Honolulu, Hawaii (50 minute walk)
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4.04 Milestone Supplemental Information
ALOHAnet
IEEE Milestone
dedication
13OCT2020
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4.04 Milestone Supplemental Information
ALOHAnet
IEEE Milestone Plaque
dedication
13OCT2020
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End of Closing EC Meeting







Parking Lot Items
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Future 802 meeting ad hoc update; tbd.  


We are also considering alternative mechanisms to make 
progress on this topic.
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Future 802 meeting ad hoc updates
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  Commemoration of a historic event in


the history of engineering.
  A bronze plaque placed at the site of the


event.
 Example:


What is a MILESTONE?
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 SEE NEXT SLIDE


Approved Plaque Text:







  


IEEE Milestone


Origin of the IEEE 802 Family of Networking Standards, 
1980-1999


The necessity to standardize computer Local Area Networks
(LANs) resulted in the IEEE Computer Society sponsoring LAN
Standard Project 802 in 1980. Four 802 Working Groups formed
by 1999 proved particularly successful and transformative: IEEE
802.1 (Bridging), IEEE 802.3 (Ethernet), IEEE 802.11 (Wi-Fi®),
and IEEE 802.15 (Wireless Personal Area Networks). IEEE 802
standards defined ever-expanding networking speeds and
features, thus enabling the seamless interconnection of
computing devices worldwide. 


Date of Plaque


IEEE [LOGO]
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  ACCOMPLISHMENTS:


 Submission complete
 Submission includes latest proposed text
 Agreement from Proposed Site: CHM


 Agreement from sponsoring local section:
 Santa Clara (Silicon) Valley Section


 
 Application has been APPROVED by IEEE


History Committee.
 Consent Agenda Item for IEEE BoD Mtg


this weekend. Final approval step


STATUS:
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https://ieeemilestones.ethw.org/Milestone-
Proposal:IEEE_802


See the application for yourself:
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  CURRENTLY scheduled at Stanford Univ Aud.


• Sun., May 19, 2024
• Joint with ARPAnet/TCP Milestone
• (NOT our plaque mounting location)


 Sponsoring local section:
• Santa Clara (Silicon) Valley Section


DEDICATION:


  802 Milestone plaque will be made available
(highly unusual) in advance for our Denver mtg.


 I would hope we could celebrate it in our Social.


UNVEILING/PREVIEW:
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 Additional funds will be needed for dedication


ceremony,
Funds motion will be requested at EC telcon
as soon as amount is known.


 Nikolich has requested duplicate plaque to be
installed at IEEE Operations Ctr. Piscataway.
That will be an additional $917.


FINANCE:
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ALLOCATE funds when amount is clearer


(Anticipate doing this during a monthly telcon).


SOCIAL PLANNING (Not my thing)
For both Denver Social AND Stanford.


GUEST LISTS i.e. Who to formally invite
(and expect) from out of town. Event will
be open.


LEFT TO DO:
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 ETHERNET Milestone Dedication 
 CURRENTLY scheduled at SRI Aud. Menlo Pk


• Sat., May 18, 2024
• Joint with Alto PC, Laser Printing
• (3 Plaques will be mounted at PARC)


 Sponsoring local section:
• Santa Clara (Silicon) Valley Section


 


In Addition, That Weekend:
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THANK YOU !
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Standards Advisors


Mountain View, CA
94043-5286  USA


E-mail:  <thompson@ieee.org>


Principal


Geoffrey O. Thompson
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BACKUP SLIDES
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The approved site for the Milestone Plaque
is the entrance garden for


The Computer History Museum
1401 N Shoreline Blvd
Mountain View, CA 94043


There is a wall of (currently) 10 Milestone plaques.
Most of these are duplicates of ones at now obscure
or hard to visit sites.
See a video of the wall at:


https://tinyurl.com/ygsybzam


PROPOSED SITE:
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This is the main entrance to the Museum.
The plaques are on the other side of the wall to the right.


SITE:
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SITE of the Milestone Plaques
is the entrance garden for


The Computer History Museum
1401 N Shoreline Blvd
Mountain View, CA 94043


https://tinyurl.com/ygsybzam
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 The achievement must be more than 25 years old.


 It honors the achievement, rather than the person or place.
(i.e. Names of persons is generally forbidden)


 The body text is limited to 70 words, 60 preferred.


 Everybody down the line tends to fiddle with the text


FIDDLING IS DONE. TEXT IS FINAL!


 


Plaque text rules:
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Motion
•This motion is brought under the normal process of 
approving actions of the Standards Committee.
•Motion: The LMSC approves adding the text slides 3 of 
ec-23-0229-00 describing the IEEE 802 University 
Outreach program to the IEEE 802 LMSC Chair's 
Guidelines.
•Moved: Gilb
•Second:
•Vote:
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4.17 IEEE 802 University Outreach
The IEEE 802 University Outreach program is designed to 
allow a professor to bring students on the Tuesday of an 
IEEE 802 Plenary Session.  The professor should notify 
the IEEE 802 Chair at least 30 days prior to the plenary 
session of their desire to participate with their students in 
the IEEE 802 University Outreach program
The fee is $25 for each student.  If the professor is not 
otherwise registered for the Session, the professor needs 
to pay the $25 fee as well.  The professor should contact 
the IEEE 802 Executive Secretary to discuss the method 
to be used for payment.   
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Reducing Student Registration fee
•Student registration for plenary sessions were set by 
IEEE 802 LMSC vote (most recently on 17 November, 
2022)
–$150 for the week, no voting rights credit earned
–Can be repeated as often as desired
–Member of the LMSC certifies the student
•Limited to the first 10 applicants
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Motion
•This motion is brought under the normal process of 
approving actions of the Standards Committee.
•Motion: The LMSC approves setting the Student 
registration fee to $100 and a limit of up to 20 applications 
for the 2024 IEEE 802 Plenary Sessions
•Moved: Gilb
•Second:
•Vote:
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Endorsement and Affiliation letters
•From the IEEE 802 LMSC Policies and Procedures
–“Any person to be confirmed or elected by the Standards 
Committee shall, prior to confirmation or election by the 
Standards Committee, file with the Recording Secretary a 
letter of endorsement from their supporting entity.”
•And
–“Non-voting members, prior to confirmation are required 
to file a letter of endorsement, as described in 4.3.”
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Endorsement and Affiliation letters
•The Recording Secretary’s job is simplified if you use one 
of the templates for you letter.
•The endorsement letter requires two signatures 
(electronic ones are acceptable)
–If you are the sponsoring entity, then sign it twice
•The affiliation letter requires one signature
–The affiliation statement can be combined with the 
endorsement letter
–I have created sample combined endorsement letter and 
affiliation statement, which are on mentor and our web 
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How to find the documents
https://www.ieee802.org https://www.ieee802.org/devdocs.shtml


Click here to go there


Our rules documents


The slides you show


Please use these templates for your motions


Please use these templates for your letters
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