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1.1. Introduction

1.1.1. Meeting called to order by Stuart Kerry at 8:00AM.   Agenda of 67th session of 802.11 is in doc.: IEEE P802.11-01/206r5

1.1.2. Secretary – Tim Godfrey

1.2. Review of 802.11 Organization

1.3. Roll Call

1.3.1. The 137 people in the room introduced themselves.

1.4. Review of objectives for this meeting:

1.4.1. TGb – reviewing comments on sponsor ballot

1.4.2. TGe – PAR has been split into TGe and TGi. TGe is only QoS. TGi is Security

1.4.3. TGf – review comments on letter ballot

1.4.4. TGg – completing selection process.

1.4.5. TGh – looking at comparison criteria

1.4.6. TGi – looking at comments from letter ballot

1.4.7. 5GHz Globalization – Bruce Kraemer taking over chair, moving to become TGj

1.4.8. Radio Regulatory AdHoc – looking at 6th criteria, and output statements

1.4.9. Publicity Ad Hoc - 

1.4.10. WG Chairs Ad-Hocs 

1.4.10.1. Possible changes to ISO version of 802.11 standard.

1.5. Review of Policies

1.5.1. The chair reminds members to abide by the IEEE Patent Policy. Will be reviewed in new members orientation.

1.6. Review of Logistics, , etc

1.6.1. New procedure and equipment for attendance book

1.6.1.1. Dennis Kuahara 

1.6.1.2. Trial of bar-code based attendance system.

1.6.2. Review rules

1.6.2.1. Individual representation

1.6.2.2. Anti-Trust laws

1.6.2.3. Copyrights

1.6.3. Review of ExCom meeting in March

1.6.3.1. Record attendance for 802 – 1096 people

1.6.3.2. 802.15.1 was giving conditional approval

1.6.3.3. Review of 802.1 architecture modification for WPAN.

1.6.3.4. Bob O’Hara approved as recording secretary of ExCom.

1.6.3.5. 802 co-existence

1.6.4. Call for new IP statements

1.6.4.1. A new statement from Intersil will be provided

1.6.5. Looking for volunteer for Publicity Chair.

1.6.5.1. Al Petrick would like to relinquish.

1.6.6. Graphic Agenda – Time Limits

1.6.6.1. Start at 8:00AM, finish at 9:30PM. Hard time limits

1.6.6.2. Friday a hard cutoff at 12:00 noon.

1.6.7. Motion to adopt the agenda

1.6.7.1. Any objections to accept the agenda

1.6.7.2. Approved without objection.

1.6.8. Review of minutes from Hilton Head

1.6.8.1. No matters arising from the minutes.

1.7. Subgroup Updates

1.7.1. TGbCor1 – Carl Andren

1.7.1.1. 45 votes out of 57. There was one no-vote, 

1.7.1.2. There are technical comments due to changes on Japanese standard. 

1.7.1.3. Planning on work this week, and a vote to send out for recirculation ballot on Wednesday.

1.7.2. TGd – Bob O’Hara

1.7.2.1. 802.11D draft 2.0 passed  sponsor ballot, and will be an approved IEEE standard after the next NESCOM meeting – within 30 days. 

1.7.3. TGe – John Fakatselis

1.7.3.1. TGe is only QoS now. A letter ballot in process, will close on May 20th. We will discuss and resolve comments that have already been submitted during this week. We will continue ad-hoc discussions on video services. About 60-70 ballots have been received.

1.7.4. TGi – Dave Halasz

1.7.4.1. Letter Ballot in process due Tuesday at midnight. An interim meeting in Chicago was used to process comments. This week comment resolution will continue.

1.7.4.2. Discussion of voting rights – what about people who become voters at this meeting? Those people cannot / are not required to, vote on the current 3 letter ballots.

1.7.4.3. The chair reminds the group of the closing times of the current outstanding letter ballots – May 15th and 20th, at 11:59PM EDT. Email to TG chair and CC Stuart Kerry.

1.7.5. TGf – Dave Bagby

1.7.5.1. Less than half the membership has responded. Encourages voters to vote ASAP. Meetings are early in the week. TG plans to process comments this week. 

1.7.6. TGg – Matthew Shoemake

1.7.6.1. Continuing the selection procedure. The objective is to enable a draft this week. At step 19, the downselection vote. Some time will be set aside for discussion of new regulatory developments. The TG is looking for an editor. The voting is tentatively set at 10:30AM on Wednesday.

1.7.7. TGh – Mika Kasslin

1.7.7.1. Cutoff for proposals was April 14th. There are 4 proposals that have been received. This week, the proposals will be reviewed, and proceed according to the selection process 

1.7.8. 5GSG – Bruce Kraemer

1.7.8.1. Working towards a single global standard for 5Ghz. There will be two phases. 5GSG will be an interworking mechanism, will become TGj. There will be another SG/TG to work on a new draft standard that will be called 5WING. The interworking proposals will be updated to take into account the TGe HCF mechanism. 5GSG is alternating between BRAN and IEEE.

1.7.9. Regulatory Ad Hoc – Vic Hayes

1.7.9.1. Document 01/236. Review of March activities. Questions were prepared and sent on April 18th. Consideration of 6th criteria was postponed. Document 11-01-095 will be brought to a vote this week. 

1.7.9.2. Rules are in RR-01-009. Objectives are to work on rules, 6th criteria, position statements as needed. 

1.7.9.3. Julius Knapp promoted to Deputy Chief of FCC. Request for members to submit comments for WRC2003 matters. Review of US positions, and agenda items for WRC2003. 

1.7.9.4. Further NPRM docket 99-231 was published. 

1.7.9.5. Meeting this week for IWG2 in Washington. Teleconference bridge. Interest in participating? Approximately 7. Will take place in Suite 1204, Thursday at 10:00.

1.7.10. Publicity 

1.7.10.1. Al Petrick is not present. Look at presentation on website, market forecast, conference calendar. WECA coordination – report during the Wednesday meeting. OFDM forum update. 

1.7.10.2. Looking for a new chair for Publicity.

1.8. Liaison Updates

1.8.1. Mary DuVal – 802.11e and 802.15.3.  

1.8.2. Peter Johansson. P1394.1 – 

1.8.2.1. formation of ballot group is going to close on Wednesday. 

1.8.3. Bruce Kraemer 802.15 liaison – document 01/239 

1.8.3.1. 802.15.1 in sponsor ballot. IEEE is not going to standardize Radio 2. 802.15.2 working in interference simulation models, working on recommended practice for active and passive coexistence. 802.15.3 high rate PAN – have selected PHY and MAC and are working toward first letter ballot. 802.15. – low rate. An IEEE version of RFID. Reviewing 8 MAC and PHY proposals this meeting.

1.8.4. Peter Murray – Regulatory Ad Hoc Group.

1.8.4.1. 802.15 has not been concentrating on regulatory. The Ad Hoc group needs to take action based on the recent NPRM changes.

1.8.5. John Kowalski – 802.16. Fixed wireless access

1.8.5.1. TG1 air interface 10-66GHz. Draft in letter ballot

1.8.5.2. TG2 passed sponsor ballot with 100% approval. Enhancements to recommended practice for systems below 10GHz. This should be moved to the new study group in 802

1.8.5.3. TG3 – 2-11GHz

1.8.5.4. TG4 – unlicensed , still in study group.

1.9. Voting members in attendance

1.9.1. 83 are present

1.10. Review of Agenda for Wednesday Joint session

1.10.1. Review of meeting financials, future meeting locations, Task Group reports, (as specified in published agenda)

1.10.2. Agenda of Joint Meeting approved without objections.

1.11. Review of Documents and Submissions

1.11.1. Harry Worstell

1.11.2. Document numbering system to be made automatic by next meeting.

1.11.3. Documents must be formatted properly when submitted.

1.11.4. Requests for document numbers require the title and author on a slip of paper given to Harry.

1.11.5. Document number format: 11-01-xxxrn-TGz-mmmmmm.

1.11.5.1. Use r0 even for initial release.

1.12. Old Business

1.12.1. 6th Criteria – Vic Hayes

1.12.1.1. Document 11-01-95r2

1.12.1.2. Move to submit document (11-01/095r2 / 15-01/71r1 / 16-??) proposing a rules change for adding a 6th criterion to the 802 operating rules to the SEC, when all three wireless working groups have approved the submission.

1.12.1.2.1. Moved Vic Hayes

1.12.1.2.2. (on behalf of Radio Regulatory)

1.12.1.3. Discussion

1.12.1.3.1. Quorum Call

1.12.1.3.1.1. We have 93 voting members. We have a Quorum.

1.12.1.3.2. Review of proposed rules change: Regulatory Conformity and Spectrum Sharing Feasibility. 

1.12.1.3.3. Would part c) preclude non-FCC regulatory activity? ExCom will gather the information necessary to make up their minds to approve a PAR.

1.12.1.3.4. The wording of a) would be better if it said “degree of conformance” rather than strictly “conformance”. The intent was to allow referencing of any existing conformance, not to be a gating factor based on conformance. The word “address” means it needs to be looked at, not necessarily strictly conform.

1.12.1.3.5. Item c) cannot really be met. It would require anticipating rulemaking before the fact. The idea is that this provides information to ExCom, to help them make their decision. It is not a hard rule. 

1.12.1.3.6. The point of this is to help ExCom, with limited wireless experience, to make a good decision on going forward with a new PAR. 

1.12.1.3.7. The word “address” does work to specify that the PAR must deal with these issues, not necessarily be conformant. 

1.12.1.3.8. Question is called without objection

1.12.1.4. Vote on the motion: 86:5:6. Motion Passes.

1.13. 802.11 WG operating rules

1.13.1. Deferred to Wednesday

1.14. ISO Standard Errata

1.14.1. John Rosdahl

1.14.2. Document 01/233

1.14.3. How do we resolve questions regarding the standard. IEEE Standards Companion. If the standard has a problem, a balloting process must take place to correct the process. If the standard is ambiguous, the loose interpretation has to be used. If there is a contradiction, the committee has to go through the process to resolve it. 

1.14.4. There are numerous errata sheets for standard available on line. 

1.14.5. 802 standards define the difference between an amendment and a corrigendum (errata). 

1.14.6. What would the 802.11 group be willing to work on. There are 26 known errors in the standard. 

1.14.7. Soliciting assistance in bringing this work forward. Would require creating a PAR,

1.14.8. This is referring to the ISO standard. First the IEEE has to approve the PAR and approve the changes, then a project in ISO has to be started. To get started, 802.11 WG has to start a study group.

1.14.9. Discussion

1.14.10. There is nothing new here. All we need to do is call this a maintenance PAR, which is already defined. 

1.14.11. Is it in order for a working group to accept a document that is internally inconsistent? 

1.14.12. What benefit is a maintenance PAR at this time, based on the work going on in TGe and TGi, which will update the SDL and supplement the existing standard. TGe and TGi will most likely replace the SDL in Annex C. This is TBD – we should not rush letter ballots

1.15. Announcements

1.15.1. None

1.16. New Members Orientation

1.16.1. New members should stay

1.17. Recess for subgroups at 10:16AM

2. 802.11 / 802.15 Joint Plenary Session – May 16, 2001

2.1. Opening

2.1.1. The session was called to order by Stuart Kerry at 1:00PM

2.1.2. Agenda Review

2.1.3. Announcements

2.1.3.1. Looking for new publicity chairs in 802.11 and 802.15

2.1.4. Adoption of the agenda

2.1.4.1. Adopted without objections

2.1.5. Matters arising from the minutes

2.1.5.1. None

2.2. Old Business

2.2.1. Review of Interim Meetings

2.2.1.1. September Meeting – Hotel under contract, but problems with guarantees of meeting space. We have two other properties under negotiation in Sydney Australia. Planning to close within a week.

2.2.1.1.1. Straw Poll – All those planning to attend September Interim in Sydney Australia : 116 : Who would prefer a US location 60  Who would prefer a non-Sydney location 59.

2.2.1.2. We continue working on the Sydney location, with a back up plan for the US. It will be resolved by last week.

2.2.1.3. Future meeting – January and May 2002. Volunteers for hosts are requested. 

2.2.2. Financials

2.2.2.1. Information is not available at this meeting. Deferred until July.

2.2.3. Review of Wireless Network status

2.2.3.1. Thanks to MobileStar for providing fast Internet access

2.2.3.2. Thanks to Wayport for the use of their in-building wiring to connect the Mezzanine room.

2.3. Reports from Task Groups

2.3.1. 802.11b-cor1

2.3.1.1. Sponsor ballot for Corrigendum. 45 affirmative, none Negative. Technical comments regarding changes to the channel numbers for Japanese channels. Another recirculation ballot will be required

2.3.2. TGd

2.3.2.1. Nothing to report

2.3.3. TGe

2.3.3.1. The PAR for TGe has been split between QoS (TGe) and Security (TGi). In the process of resolving comments from Letter Ballot 27. The letter ballot closes on the 20th of May. 

2.3.3.2. We have received 80 votes so far. Resolutions made this week are provisional until the closing of the ballot. 

2.3.3.3. The Study Group on AV has been working in parallel. Papers have been presented.

2.3.4. TGf

2.3.4.1. The group has completed scheduled meeting time for the week. All comments have not been processed. The final vote has not been tabulated, but it was not 75%.

2.3.5. TGg

2.3.5.1. TGg has processed a number of submissions this week. There were regulatory documents on the recent FCC further notice on 99-231. There were also technical submissions. The group continued the selection procedure. 

2.3.5.2. There was a vote in the selection procedure, the results are in document 310. CCK-OFDM 96:  PBCC 70:  Abstains: 11. 

2.3.5.3. A corrected version of the document will be released as version r1. One voters entry was put onto the wrong line.

2.3.5.4. There will be another vote to complete the selection procedure: a 75% affirmation is required.

2.3.5.5. This will take place at 9:30AM Thursday. It will be another written ballot.

2.3.6. TGh

2.3.6.1. TGh has been reviewing the 4 proposals. Each proposer has answered a number of questions. Two proposals have been merged. There are three remaining proposals. There will be a vote at 4:30 this afternoon.

2.3.6.2. Document 169r1, 215r0, 217r0 are the proposals.

2.3.6.3. TGh is continuing to seek further compromise and mergers.

2.3.7. TGi

2.3.7.1. Letter ballot 25 closed this week. The group has been processing the comments, and categorizing duplicates. There were over 700 comments. Comment resolution will continue this week.

2.3.8. 5GSG

2.3.9. Richard Kennedy announces his resignation as chair, and turns the chair over to Bruce Kraemer. 5GSG is working toward a single global standard in the 5Ghz band. The group is working on a two phase process. First, an interworking standard that would allow communication between the existing standards. This study group will become IEEE 802.11 Task Group J. The group is also working on a future global standard, called 5WING. This is a longer term activity. Meetings alternate between IEEE and ETSI locations, with participation from MMAC.

2.3.10. 802.15.1

2.3.10.1. The group worked to resolve issues that came up in the last letter ballot. Last letter ballot 56:1:1

2.3.11. 802.15.2 coexistence

2.3.11.1. Activity for the week was regarding adaptive frequency hopping for Bluetooth. There are three proposals for Bluetooth looking for where 802.11 is an hopping around it. Continuing meetings the rest of this week. The FCC NPRM has been reviewed, and seems to support the needs.

2.3.12. 802.15.3 high rate

2.3.12.1. Working on draft 0.4 of the baseline specification. Mostly addressing MAC issues. Will have version 0.5 out in 2 weeks. Will have a recirculation in July, and Sponsor ballot in September.

2.3.13. 802.14.4 low rate

2.3.13.1. The goal is a baseline MAC and PHY by July. Moving forward to create a draft at that time

2.3.14. Publicity

2.3.14.1. Low attendance at this weeks session. Looked at the conference calendar, WECA coordination, WLAN Market Forecast. 

2.3.14.2. There was a teleconference with WECA in March. WECA will have regular communication between 802.11 and WECA. We will cross-reference 802.11 and WECA logs on the web sites.

2.3.15. Radio Regulatory

2.3.15.1. Working groups are voting on the 6th criterion approval. 802.11 has approved, other will vote later. 

2.3.15.2. Plans for a permanent regulatory group. The Radio Regulations TAG (RR-TAG) will have official liaisons with radio working groups. 

2.3.15.3. document 11-01-291 describes rules for handling regulatory matters. There will be rules for Working Groups, and rules for LMSC overall rules.

2.3.15.4. Requesting comments on FCC docket 99-231 by May 29th. Teleconferences on June 1 and June 22. 

2.3.15.5. The draft to be sent to the WG by July 2nd, before the next meeting. It will be put up for approval at that meeting.

2.3.15.6. Work continues this week to prepare input for WARC 2003.

2.3.15.7. Proposal for permanent regulatory group – document 291. It will be a TAG – RR-TAG. Interface between Radio working groups and radio regulatory bodies. Coordinate spectrum sharing between 802 devices and other devices. Operation of the TAG based on published rules.

2.3.15.8. Planning a fixed meeting schedule.

2.3.15.9. The ad hoc RR group requests approval of the Radio Working groups for the establishment of the RR-TAG proposed operation and rules changes.

2.3.16. 802 Coexistence Study Group

2.3.16.1. Document 15-01-253. This is a newly created study group. Still getting organized and getting feedback. Current plans: Keep 802.15.2 unchanged to continue working on their PAR. Keep 802.11 5GSG working as currently chartered. 802.16 will deal with licensed band issues independently.  

2.3.16.2. Participants support forming a TAG from this Study Group. 

2.3.16.3. Goal to have draft of operating rules by July meeting.

2.3.16.4. This SG will recommend to ExCom the policies and procedures for future wireless standards. 

2.4. New Business

2.4.1. WECA – 802.11 Liaison Report

2.4.1.1. Phil Belanger – WECA chair.

2.4.1.2. Discussion: confusion of branding WiFi in place of 802.11. There was a miscommunication that WiFi wanted to replace 802.11. WECA only wants to certify and promote the 802.11 standard. WiFi is an informal marketing name, like Ethernet is to 802.3. WECA does feel that a marketing name does help the market understand products.

2.4.1.3. WECA provides “recommended practice” for setting parameters for maximum compatibility.

2.4.1.4. WECA has done a press tour to position 802.11 and WiFi.  A distinct brand name and logo will be developed for 802.11a.

2.4.1.5. WECA has fielded press question and has a PR agency. We will work towards a formal PR liaison between 802.11 and WECA. 

2.4.1.6. Discussion

2.4.1.6.1. What about the additional testing in Ad Hoc mode? The baseline test matrix didn’t cover Ad Hoc. Older products won’t have to be re-certified. There will be a grace period where Ad Hoc won’t have to be certified, but at a certain date Ad Hoc will be required. There will not be a new brand identifier to identify Ad Hoc certification. 

2.4.1.6.2. What about market confusion over Ad Hoc capabilities? All products will have the baseline capability for infrastructure. That is the key requirement. 

2.4.1.6.3. Old products will not need to be re-certified, but a vendor could “upgrade” to the higher level certification.

2.4.1.6.4. The next meeting is in Helsinki, to prepare for 5GHz. A lab will be available by fall.

2.4.1.6.5. WECA is doing interoperability testing, not compliance testing. WECA does not insure a product correctly implements every aspect of the standard. 

2.4.1.6.6. How does WECA deal with interference? Primarily in education – writing white papers, etc. 

2.4.1.6.7. WECA is not getting hammered about Bluetooth as much anymore. 

2.4.1.6.8. Future revs for security and QoS will be added to the tests. Probably next year. 

2.4.1.6.9. Membership – to attend meetings, membership is required, but costly. Will there be a provision for others? By contacting WECA board members, visitors can be invited. Other membership forms will be considered in the future. 

2.4.1.6.10. How will customers distinguish future products with QoS or Security? There will not be differentiation via the logo program. WECA has decided to live with the possibility to maintain simplicity. 

2.4.1.7. The 802.11 chair announces that WECA has granted IEEE 802.11 the right for the WECA logo to appear on the 802.11 web site.

2.5. Adjourn at 2:45PM

3. 802.11 Plenary Session – May 16, 2001

3.1. Opening

3.1.1. The session was called  to order by Stuart Kerry 3:30PM

3.1.2. Review of Agenda for this session.

3.1.2.1. Changes to the agenda:

3.1.2.1.1. The chair of 802.11b-cor1 requests an addition of an item in New Business for a motion.

3.1.2.1.2. John Rosdahl requests an agenda item to present a paper.

3.1.2.2. Modified agenda accepted without objection

3.2. Documentation Update

3.2.1. Do not open documents on the server

3.2.2. Use the Group Share areas for temporary working group storage

3.2.3. Please use the Templates.

3.2.4. File Format is Office 97. Acrobat is only accepted as a last resort.

3.2.5. Only completed submissions should be put in To_Doc_Keeper. 

3.2.6. Subsequent revisions need the exact same title.

3.2.7. Does the r0 belong in the template header line? Yes, the templates need to be updated, will be done tonight.

3.3. 802.11b-cor1 actions

3.3.1. Seven comments were received and accepted:

3.3.1.1. Comment 1 – change of X’40’MKK to X’41’Japan. X’41” represents a new set of allocated channels.

3.3.1.2. Comment 2 – Editorial: change HDRS into HRDS

3.3.1.3. Comment 3 – Add a row with the 14th channel

3.3.1.4. Comment 4 – correct the power density to 3mW/MHz

3.3.1.5. Comment 5 – the word “conforms” was added after high rate PHY. Correct article referral reference to Japanese standard.

3.3.1.6. Comment 6 – the comment for 13 channels was added.

3.3.1.7. Comment 7 – the name of the Japanese ministry was changed.

3.3.2. Motion – that the new draft 1.6 be sent for another 10 day IEEE sponsor recirculation ballot, after which it can be sent to the SEC for final incorporation into the standard (assuming no new comments requiring further voting).

3.3.2.1. Moved Carl Andren

3.3.2.2. On behalf of TG 802.11b-cor1

3.3.3. Discussion

3.3.3.1. There was another comment by Johnny Zweig? Yes, it was in a previous round, and it has been confirmed and accepted in this round.

3.3.3.2. The new version 1.6 has been reviewed by a regulatory expert in Japan, and he has approved it. 

3.3.4. Vote on the motion: Passes 52:0:6

3.4. Errata Requirements

3.4.1. John Rosdahl

3.4.2. How do we want to handle known existing errors, inconsistencies, or problems with the standard. We are in process of updating the MAC, so these issues may be dealt with in this process. 

3.4.3. Is the group interested in a maintenance effort for the existing standard?

3.4.4. Discussion

3.4.4.1. It seems that the work of TGe will affect most of the state machines. Isn’t that the most effective way to handle this? 

3.4.4.2. Nothing related to the MAC is outside the scope of the PAR of TGe. The PAR allows “enhancements” which includes fixes.

3.4.4.3. Would TGh have any bearing on this question? Unknown? Possibly, but there will be less sections affected by that TG.

3.4.5. This matter will be discussed with the TG chairs, and brought up again on Friday.

3.5. New Business

3.5.1. 802.11 Operating Rules

3.5.1.1. Document 315r0. Summary of 802.11 operating rules update. Rules are on the web site in 11-01-331r1. 

3.5.1.2. Updates to liaisons, naming conventions, Interim meetings, WG balloting.

3.5.1.3. These rules will be voted upon at the opening meeting at the July Plenary meeting.

3.5.1.4. Motion to adopt document 11-00-331r2 as the operating rules for IEEE 802.11

3.5.1.4.1. Moved Vic Hayes

3.5.1.4.2. Second Harry Worstell

3.5.1.4.3. Discussion

3.5.1.4.3.1. Subsidiary motion to delay the vote until the Portland Meeting.

3.5.1.4.3.2. Richard Paine

3.5.1.4.4. The main motion and the subsidiary motion are both ruled out of order since there is a requirement to have the document available on the server one meeting in advance of the vote.

3.5.1.5. The chair rules that the vote will take place at the July meeting in Portland.

3.6. At 4:05PM, recess for subgroups

4. 802.11 Closing Plenary Session, May 18, 2001

4.1. Opening

4.1.1. The session was called to order at 8:10AM by the Chair, Stuart Kerry.

4.2. Review of Agenda

4.2.1. Additions to new business

4.2.1.1. Resolution from Ken Clements

4.2.1.2. Hard Stop at 12:00 noon

4.2.2. Call for new items

4.2.2.1. None

4.2.3. Discussion on the agenda

4.2.3.1. None

4.2.4. Agenda Approved without objections

4.3. Announcements

4.3.1. Chairs to send updates for web site to Tim Godfrey by May 25th.

4.3.2. Objectives and agenda to Stuart Kerry by June 1st.

4.3.3. Chairs pre-meeting teleconferences: June 4th, July 2nd
4.3.4. Web site posting of objectives and agenda will be on the web site 30 days before the next meeting, June 8th.

4.3.5. Order in meetings – we need to prevent disruptions of meetings.

4.3.5.1. The chair notes that an increase in decorum would be appreciated. 

4.4. Document Update

4.4.1. Documents are up to 328.

4.4.2. Document list expected to be on web site by Monday. 

4.4.3. At this rate, we will exceed 600 documents this year.

4.5. Closing Reposts

4.5.1. TGb-cor1 – Carl Andren

4.5.1.1. Processed comments and took a vote to send TGb-cor out for another recirculation ballot. Next agenda will hopefully close out TGb-cor1, unless comments are received.

4.5.2. TGe – John Fakatselis

4.5.2.1. TGe has an open Letter Ballot 27, which closes Sunday. We started comment resolution this week. We started a study group on AV Services over TGe

4.5.2.2. We decided to have teleconferences during the time before the next meeting. We have assigned Wednesdays, May 30th, Jun 6th, 13th, 20th, 27th, July 4th.  The time is 1:00-4:00PM Eastern Time. The teleconference numbers and agenda will be announced on the reflector.

4.5.2.3. In Ad Hoc teleconferences before 30 days, the results will not be binding, and any decisions will have to be re-voted.

4.5.3. TGf – Dave Bagby

4.5.3.1. Document 311. Goal for the meeting was to process comments for LB26. Comments were partially completed. There is no new draft. Final results 157 votes. 54:69:38. 30 valid voters did not respond. 

4.5.3.2. Decision on interlocking schedules with 802.11e ore 802.11i has been deferred. 

4.5.3.3. An Ad Hoc interim meeting may be held for comment resolution. Will be announced on the reflector.

4.5.3.4. The 802.11 chair notes that future letter ballots will close a week before a meeting.

4.5.3.5. The minutes are in document 260

4.5.3.6. The letter ballot comments are in document 312.

4.5.3.7. Goals – prepare for July meeting, finalize comments, prepare revised draft, submit for letter ballot

4.5.4. TGg – Matthew Shoemake

4.5.4.1. Report in Document 331. Only one objective was completed, the regulatory discussion. 

4.5.4.2. The selection procedure was called into question, the session was adjourned before completing the selection procedure

4.5.4.3. Objectives for July – complete selection procedure, select an editor, enable a draft

4.5.4.4. Questions

4.5.4.4.1. Are there any teleconferences planned? No

4.5.5. TGh – Mika Kasslin

4.5.5.1. There were four proposal presentations and final statements. The Philips/Nokia/Aachen proposal merged with the Cisco proposal. The intention to merge this merged proposal with the Broadcomm proposal.

4.5.5.2. The elimination vote was taken: Results in document 314. 

4.5.5.3. Teleconferences will be every second Thursday 

4.5.5.4. Objective in July – prepare a draft and submit for letter ballot.

4.5.6. TGi – Dave Halasz

4.5.6.1. Report in Document 325. 

4.5.6.2. LB25 results: 62 yes : 56 no : 34 abstain.

4.5.6.3. Comment resolution – there were 800 comments received. Small ad hoc groups categorized comments and processed the non-contentious ones. Multiple resolution documents have been generated to deal with groups of comments

4.5.6.4. Minutes in document 321.

4.5.6.5. Major Motions

4.5.6.5.1. Remove Kerberos as mandatory – failed

4.5.6.5.2. Call for new authentication proposal – passed

4.5.6.5.3. Remove WEP2 – failed

4.5.6.6. Comments are in document 326 – will be updated in subsequent revisions.

4.5.6.7. Ad Hoc meetings – June 19th in Portland. 

4.5.6.8. Two Teleconferences are scheduled and will be announced on the reflector

4.5.6.9. Discussion

4.5.6.9.1. Are the major changes just within TGi as the whole task group, or the sub groups? Yes, the whole TGi task group, with 75% approval required.

4.5.7. Announcement from the chair: Hyatt regency Queensland in Brisbane is the current leading choice for the September interim. 

4.5.8. 5GSG – Bruce Kraemer

4.5.8.1. Report in document 240r1

4.5.8.2. Two tasks underway – TGj interworking, and coordination with ETSI BRAN. Information on HCF was presented to coordinate the Interworking methods.

4.5.8.3. The second group of activities is regarding the single global standard process (5WING). Reviewed the schedules and procedures that will be used in 5WING. Considered the structures of the 3GPP group as an example.

4.5.8.4. Objectives for July – TGj task group will be ratified in July. A different leadership group will be instated. 

4.5.8.5. Documents – Minutes in 316r0

4.5.8.6. Questions

4.5.8.6.1. From 802.16 TG4 – who is the liaison for 802.16 to 802.11? Naftali Chayat, and John Kowalski. We need some more discussion and coordination between groups.

4.5.9. Radio Regulatory Ad Hoc – Vic Hayes

4.5.9.1. Report in document 333

4.5.9.1.1. One meeting session was held. Reviewed feedback on the 6th criteria for a PAR. The group was advised to keep 5 criteria. 

4.5.9.1.2. Review of process of initiating standards and purpose of PAR and 5 criteria. 

4.5.9.1.3. Two teleconferences are scheduled June 1 and June 22. Details in report. 

4.5.9.1.4. Send an email to Vic Hayes to be added to Radio Regulatory email reflector.

4.5.9.1.5. Objectives for July meeting – continue work to establish group with permanent charter. Work on PAR, comment on FCC 99-231.

4.5.9.1.6. Questions

4.5.9.1.6.1. Is something going to be submitted to the FCC regarding 5GHz bands? It is regarding preparation for WRC2003. 

4.5.9.1.6.2. Have you sent emails to WG chairs requesting comments on 6th criterion? It will be done on the reflector.

4.5.10. Publicity report – Al Petrick

4.5.10.1. Report in document 279

4.5.10.2. Worked on WLAN forecast, Conference calendar, WECA coordination.

4.5.10.3. Call for new chairs. The chair is up for nomination.

4.5.10.4. Next steps – there will be another teleconference with WECA in June. 

4.6. Liaison Reports

4.6.1. Liaison Updates – Al Petrick

4.6.1.1. Document 406r3. contains current lists of liaisons. 

4.6.1.2. New liaisons are being considered between 802.11 and NIST. Simon Blake and Simon Black

4.6.2. Report from 802.15.3 – Mary Duval

4.6.2.1. Continuing work on MAC and PHY, Interim meeting will be held. A draft is expected after the July meeting.

4.6.3. Report from 802.16 – John Kowalski

4.6.3.1. The liaison with 802.16 spent most time in 802.11 TGe, and wishes for a new liaison.

4.7. Old Business

4.7.1. None

4.8. New Business

4.8.1. No motions from task groups

4.8.2. Resolution from Ken Clements

4.8.2.1. Motion to adopt this resolution:

Resolution in Support of the Chair of 802.11TGg

5/18/2001

Whereas TGg has advanced in its selection process to the point of elimination of three out of four initial candidate proposals, and the following events have occurred:

On the morning of May 17, 2001, upon request for clarification of part 19 of the selection rules, the Chair of TGg gave an opinion that the rule would result in the elimination of the final candidate proposal should that candidate fail to receive at least 75% approval in the selection process vote scheduled for that morning.  Hearing this, a member of TGg called for the Chair to be overruled.  At the time, this action was not declared out of order, and subsequently, a non-debatable vote was taken.  This vote went against the Chair 75 to 65 with 12 abstentions.  After the vote, TGg adjourned with no further actions.

Further, that the action stated above was unfair and out of order.  At the time of the action no motion was before TGg, nor could any motion be made because the Orders of the Day called for the next selection vote.  Therefore, it was not possible to amend part 19 prior to the vote without suspension of the rules.  However, by portraying the Chair as if he had made a ruling on an action, the challenger sought to change the rules without due process.  This had the side effect of calling into question the integrity of the Chair.  Furthermore, the lack of debate in this matter may have prevented a full understanding in the minds of the members of TGg as to the true nature and outcome the vote they were taking.

Therefore be it resolved, that the Chair did nothing improper, and in accord with his long demonstrated integrity and evenhandedness stated the rules on this day just as he had on the day when TGg caused those rules to be made, that the vote against the Chair is brought under question and remanded back to TGg for fair debate and resolution, that full faith and confidence is restored in the fairness of the Chair, and that the members of TGg are reminded that the selection process is intended to promote consensus, not just endurance.

4.8.2.2. Discussion

4.8.2.2.1. Adopting this resolution is important to remind the group to follow form and procedure, and to restore faith in the chair of TGg.

4.8.2.2.2. There could be unintended consequences of the actions of TGg. We want to make it clear to the world that the chair of TGg acted in good faith.

4.8.2.2.3. Against the motion. The fairness of the chair was not called into question. The paragraph has numerous interpretations and the body was attempting to clarify. The chairs integrity is undisputed.

4.8.2.2.4. Has no issues with the chair with the leadership of TGg. In terms of passing this resolution, it is not clear what this is. This seems to be an attempt to reset the procedural objectives, which I would not be in favor of. 

4.8.2.2.5. The mover of the resolution says the resolution remands the action back to TGg for full discussion. From a technical standpoint, the chair didn’t make a ruling since there was no action to rule on. If the final vote had been taken, the chair could have taken an action, and it would be appropriate to object. Feels that the way to events transpired, debate was not allowed as desired.

4.8.2.2.6. Against the motion. It seems that this is trying to retroactively declare something that happened two days ago out of order. This motion is trying to act as a parliamentarian without actually have been there. Is this motion out of order?

4.8.2.2.6.1. The chair says the motion is in order

4.8.2.2.7. The chair did indeed issue a ruling and thus it was appropriate to appeal the ruling. 

4.8.2.2.8. In favor of the motion – the whole situation was vastly blown out of proportion. Suggest that the text be amended if it is not acceptable. We need to have a basis to go forward and work together in harmony, in order to get things done.

4.8.2.2.9. Against the motion – the fundamental issue is that the agenda would have taken us to a vote. The interpretation of the paragraph has been questioned before, but it was always ambiguous. The objective was to discuss the intent of item 19. No one is calling the chair of TGg’s into question, so there is no need to grant forgiveness.

4.8.2.2.10. Assuming there is no formal protest against any chairs at this point. Would ask to divide the question into a part regarding the integrity of the chair and the action of remanding.

4.8.2.2.11. It is the particular nature of the call for overruling the chair in the session had the effect of questioning the chairs integrity, and thus will not separate the resolution.

4.8.2.2.12. In favor of this resolution. The chairman of TGg has done an excellent job in a difficult situation. This says lets send this back to TGg to continue the discussion. Is concerned that there might be block voting going on, and warns against it. 

4.8.2.2.13. Also confused. Doesn’t like the wording. Would like to show support the chair, but the resolution as written puts in too many details, and would not serve to unite TGg. Cannot support the resolution as written. Recommends rewriting to emphasize support for the chair.

4.8.2.2.14. Also confused. Asks for a friendly amendment. Would like to defend the chair. We should not say “at this time this action was not declared out of order” . Friendly amendments are not allowed. 

4.8.2.3. Motion to delete the text: “at this time this action was not declared out of order”

4.8.2.3.1. Moved Matt Sherman

4.8.2.3.2. Seconded Ken Clements.

4.8.2.3.3. Discussion

4.8.2.3.3.1. Suggests we move on rapidly

4.8.2.3.3.2. Motion to recess for 15 minutes (until 10:00)

4.8.2.3.3.2.1. Moved Gary McGarr

4.8.2.3.3.2.2. Second John K

4.8.2.3.3.2.3. Question called without objections

4.8.2.3.3.2.4. Vote on motion to recess :passes 53:29:5

4.8.2.4. Recess until 10:30

4.8.2.5. Meeting is called to order at 10:30

4.8.2.6. Discussion

4.8.2.6.1. A new and better amendment has been developed. Advise to vote against

4.8.2.6.2. The question is called on the vote on the amend

4.8.2.6.2.1. No Objections

4.8.2.7. Vote on the motion to amend: The amendment fails 2:46:13

4.8.2.8. Discussion on the main resolution

4.8.2.8.1. Motion to amend the resolution to the contents of document 336r1: (shown here as displayed):
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4.8.2.8.2. Moved John Fakatselis

4.8.2.8.3. Second Bob O’Hara

4.8.2.9. Discussion on the amendment

4.8.2.9.1. In favor of adopting this motion. This will give us some leverage to the Chair of TGg and the officials of IEEE to counter any suggestions that question the integrity of the process of 802.11. This motion has the full support of those who worked on this.

4.8.2.9.2. Urge everyone approve this amendment and the main resolution. We want to affirm the integrity of the chair of TGg in a way that is palatable to all concerned.

4.8.2.9.3. Requesting a clarification that the chairs “stated the rules as he did the day the rules were made”.  There is a thought that the interpretation of the rules yesterday was different than originally.

4.8.2.9.4. The mover of the resolution says that it means that there were no changes to the rules of the selection process. It is just saying the rules were read, and that they were unchanged.

4.8.2.9.5. In favor of the motion because it sends the right message outside our body. However it doesn’t say that the parliamentary procedure was correct or not. Would like parliamentary clarification on whether the action in question was a ruling or not.

4.8.2.9.5.1. The parliamentarian opinion is inappropriate at this time since it was not raised during the session in question

4.8.2.10. Motion amend the amendment as follows: remove the following words: “and in accord with his long demonstrated integrity and evenhandedness stated the rules on this day just as he had on the day when TGg caused those rules to be made”

4.8.2.10.1. Moved Jim Zyren

4.8.2.10.2. Second Bruce Kraemer

4.8.2.10.2.1. Discussion on the amendment to the amendment

4.8.2.10.2.1.1. The original amendment would have been sufficient. This is not necessary.

4.8.2.10.2.1.2. Feels that the first half of the  phrase is factually accurate.

4.8.2.10.2.1.3. This amendment goes to core of the material. Speaks against the amendment.

4.8.2.10.2.1.4. Against the amendment – there has been a lot of bad blood between the sides. Call the question

4.8.2.10.2.1.4.1. Question called John Kowalski

4.8.2.10.2.1.4.2. second Mary DuVal

4.8.2.10.2.1.4.3. Vote: 50:8:10. The question is called

4.8.2.10.2.2. Vote on the amendment of the amendment: Fails 22:38:11

4.8.2.11. Discussion on the amendment of the resolution

4.8.2.11.1. Call the question

4.8.2.11.1.1. Dave Bagby

4.8.2.11.1.2. John Kowalski

4.8.2.11.1.3. No Objection

4.8.2.12. Vote on amendment of the resolution: passes 64:4:5

4.8.2.13. Harry Worstell takes over as Secretary

4.8.2.14. The resolution as amended: (Document 336r1 with changes accepted):

Whereas TGg has advanced in its selection process to the point of elimination of three out of four initial candidate proposals, and the following events have occurred:

On the morning of May 17, 2001, upon request for clarification of part 19 of the selection rules, the Chair of TGg was asked to rule and gave an opinion that the rule would result in the elimination of the final candidate proposal should that candidate fail to receive at least 75% approval in the selection process vote scheduled for that morning.  Hearing this, a member of TGg called for the Chair to be overruled.  Subsequently, a non-debatable vote was taken.  This vote went against the Chair 75 to 65 with 12 abstentions.  After the vote, TGg adjourned with no further actions.

Further, at the time of the action no motion was before TGg, it was not possible to amend or discuss part 19 prior to the vote without suspension of the rulesFurthermore, the lack of debate in this matter may have prevented a full understanding in the minds of the members of TGg as to the true nature and outcome the vote they were taking.

Therefore be it resolved, that the Chair did nothing improper, and in accord with his long demonstrated integrity and evenhandedness stated the rules on this day just as he had on the day when TGg caused those rules to be made, that the question regarding the interpretation of step 19 of the selection process be remanded back to TGg for fair debate and resolution, that full faith and confidence is affirmed in the fairness of the Chair, and that the members of TGg are reminded that the selection process is intended to promote consensus, not just endurance.

4.8.2.15. Moved Ken Clements

4.8.2.16. Seconded Bob O’Hara

4.8.3. Discussion on the amended resolution

4.8.3.1. Call the question on the resolution 

4.8.3.1.1. Ivan Reede

4.8.4. Vote on the resolution : Motion passes: 58 for : 3 against : 8 abstain

4.9. Open Discussion

4.9.1. List has been made of voters who lost rights and they will be published after Friday May 18, 2001

4.9.2. Discussion of the Barcode readers

4.9.2.1. Successful trial -  document 01/327 contains results

4.9.3. Graphic for July 2001  meeting was shown (document 01/335) and presented

4.9.4. The 802.15 Chair announces that  one LAN Card missing

4.9.5. Dave Bagby 

4.9.5.1. Will John Fakatselis respond to letter ballot

4.9.5.2. John - will do as soon as it is finished

4.9.6. Report any attendance discrepancies to Al Petrick.

4.9.7. Restated - Free standards will be available 6 months after published

4.9.8. Interim meeting in Sydney - Sunshine Coast

4.9.8.1. $300-350 meeting fee

4.9.8.2. Airfares west coast to Sydney  $900 as of  last night May 17, 2001

4.9.8.3. Boston to Sydney $1300

4.9.8.4. Date of meeting Sept 10-14, 2001

4.9.8.5. Hotel Rooms $220 Australian $110 US

4.9.8.6. Should be under contract by Monday, May 21, 2001

4.10. Stuart Kerry, Chair IEEE802.11 ask if there was any objection to adjourn the meeting

4.10.1. Hearing none the meeting and session was adjourned at 11:35 AM.
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