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At the Thursday, May 17, 8-10 AM meeting of TGg, the Chair's interpretation of the meaning of the rule in Step 19 was subjected to an appeal. The result of the vote (75reject and 65 support) proves that the rule requires further clarification.

Writer of this submission has always had the understanding that the single final proposal would indeed be subjected to repeated voting until it would have reached the required 75 % support, possibly enhanced by technical amendments between rounds of voting. 

Writer feels that the group would be violating parliamentary law if a subject that had a clear majority would be completely eliminated in a subsequent vote because it would not get the 75 % threshold in one step. 

In previous rounds of elimination voting in TGg, choices have been limited to selecting one of the remaining proposals or abstention. It has been pointed out that with only one member voting to select the remaining candidate and all others abstaining, the candidate would get 100 % of the votes. This outcome is independent of whether the number of voters for it is 1 or 150. 

In comparison, if the rule in Step 19 were to be applied as interpreted by the TGg Chair, then it would result in elimination of all proposals, even when the remaining candidate would have received 74.9 % of the votes. The progress made until then would be thrown away and the group would have to start again. Starting over would be a negation of the investments in time and resources members made to 802.11 and its subgroups.

Therefore, writer would make the motion shown on the next page to clarify the remainder of the voting process to be held under Step 19 of the TGg Selection Procedure:

Motion:  

Considering that:

· We have a proposal that has broad support among the members of the committee,

· The goal of the 802.11g project is to arrive at 75% support in favor of a single proposal, 

· The ballot format used thus far to implement Step 19 would yield a 100 % vote for the remaining proposal as soon as at least one vote is cast for it.

Moves that:

· The next round of voting, and subsequent rounds of voting, under Step 19 of the TGg Selection Procedure are used to improve the proposal that already has broad support and thus are NOT used as elimination rounds

· Voters shall be allowed the following options on the ballot to select the remaining proposal:

a.) “Approve” --- indicating support for the proposal in its then current form

b.) “Do not approve”  --- indicating that the proposal is not yet acceptable

c.) “Abstain” --- indicating a non-vote

· The 75% approve level is based on the total of “Approve” and “Do not approve” votes, and does not include “Abstain” votes.

· Between ballots, the proposal team for the remaining proposal will be allowed an opportunity to:

1.) Ask those members voting “no” to explain their objection to the proposal

2.) Make modifications to the proposal and/or merge with other proposals to address objections
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