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1.1. Introduction

1.1.1. Meeting called to order by Stuart Kerry at 1:00PM.   

1.1.2. Agenda of 70th session of 802.11 is in doc.: 11-01-535r3-W

1.1.3. Secretary – Tim Godfrey

1.2. Roll Call

1.2.1. The 274 people in the room introduced themselves

1.3. Announcements

1.3.1. 802.11 has changed the private area passwords on the web sites. The new passwords have been emailed to members. Provides access to 802.11 documents and ETSI documents.

1.3.2. Pick up CDs with standards from the registration desk.

1.3.3. Award from Context magazine for 802.11b. Presented to VIc Hayes, former chair of 802.11, and John Fakatselis, chair of 802.11b. The award was then passed on the IEEE office for display at IEEE headquarters. 

1.4. Review of Policies and rules

1.4.1. The documentation process, voting rights, voting tokens,  attendance book procedures, registration rules, etc, are explained by Harry Worstell. Document 402r4 contains the details. 

1.4.2. Members are reminded to update contact information in the attendance book.

1.4.3. Review of documentation – Harry Worstell and Rick Alfin (802.15) manage the documents. 

1.4.4. Members are reminded to insure that they abide by the IEEE Patent Policy. We always ask for IP statements from parties at each meeting. Members are expected to take the initiative to provide letters. 

1.4.5. Membership is individual, not by company.

1.4.6. Discussion of pricing is forbidden under anti-trust rules.

1.4.7. Copyright statement – 

1.4.7.1. Discussion of the copyright statement – is it the same as is used on our documents? It is an IEEE legal statement. Take offline.

1.4.7.2. Discussion of patent statement – are we supposed to use the IEEE template? Yes – it will  be discussed further in the agenda. Angela Ortiz, IEEE: The letter of assurance should be submitted to Dave Ringle, secretary of RevCom. Copies should go to Stuart Kerry also. The letters will be put on the IEEE web site.

1.4.8. Are there any other IP statements. 

1.4.9. Review of Wireless Network

1.4.10. Call for Chairs

1.4.10.1. Publicity group is looking for a new chair. 

1.4.10.2. Report in Document 279r1 .

1.4.11. Meeting times are limited to 08:00 to 21:30

1.5. Report on membership and voting rights

1.5.1. In July there were three letter ballots, LB27, LB28, and LB29. As a result of non-voting, 37 members lost their voting rights.

1.5.2. Details in document 402r2.

1.5.3. We have 224 votes, with 69 potential, giving 293 potential voters here.

1.5.4. We have a Quorum by default because this is a plenary.

1.5.5. Voting tokens will be distributed after this session.

1.5.6. There are 92 voters in 802.15, with 27 nearly voters.

1.6. Review of Agenda

1.6.1. The chair reviews the agenda.

1.6.2. The 802.11 agenda is adopted without objection.

1.7. Summary of key working group activities

1.7.1. Interim meetings

1.7.1.1. January 2002 meeting will be in Dallas. The contract is document 602. Hosted by Texas Instruments. Dates are Jan 21-25. Wyndham Anatoli. Registration $350 in advance. 

1.7.1.2. May 2002 will be Sydney, Australia. We have a signed contract with Motorola. The Wentworth Ridges, in the harbor. Approximately $125 per night US. May 12-17, 2002

1.7.1.3. September 2002 will be in Monterey, CA. We have a contract in hand for Hyatt Monterey. Sept 16-20, 2002. Looking to line up a host. 

1.7.1.4. Looking for hosts for 2003 meetings.

1.7.2. Financials

1.7.2.1. Due to cancellation of the September meeting, there were costs incurred. We retained $25 of each pre-registration to offset. Closing balance will be around $1600 by the end of the year.

1.8. Objectives and activities for the session

1.8.1. Review of plenary meeting schedule and changes.

1.8.2. Review of ExCom meeting.  Jim Carlo is resigning as chair of 802. Paul Nicolich is taking over as chair as of the end of this meeting.

1.8.3. Meeting to formalize the IEEE 802 network. 

1.8.4. 802.15.1 and 802.16 have submitted standard to RevCom.

1.8.5. 802.16 wants to participate in 5GSG.

1.9. 802.11 Subgroup Updates

1.9.1. TGbCor1 – Carl Andren

1.9.1.1. Has been approved by RevCom and is print. The work is now finished.

1.9.2. TGe – John Fakatselis

1.9.2.1. The goal for the week is to have a letter ballot out. A revised draft will be needed. We will continue to have the AV study group in parallel, led by John Kowalski. The proposed agenda has allocated fixed times for voting on the draft, on Thursday evening. 

1.9.3. TGf – Dave Bagby

1.9.3.1. Will be going through comments from last letter ballots, and working on new draft.

1.9.4. TGg – Matthew Shoemake

1.9.4.1. Report in document 603. Selection procedure issues were resolved in last meeting. We will continue with the procedure and try to enable a draft and select an editor. We have a joint regulatory meeting with Vic Hayes. Fixed vote times Wednesday 8:00AM, and a 5PM vote on Thursday.

1.9.5. TGh – Mika Kasslin

1.9.5.1. There will be joint meeting with the regulatory group. We will go through letter ballot comments. The target is to revise the draft for a new letter ballot by the end of the week.

1.9.6. TGi – Dave Halasz

1.9.6.1. We hope to go to letter ballot by the end of the week. There will be motions tonight, and the editor will then revise the draft. There will be a vote to go to LB on Thursday.

1.9.7. 5GSG – Bruce Kraemer

1.9.7.1. We missed the joint meeting with ETSI in September, and they are not present here. We will evaluate harmonization activities. 

1.10. Review of 802.11 Document Submissions

1.10.1. We have over 600 documents this year. 

1.10.2. Harry Worstell gives instructions for requesting a document number, formatting rules, etc. 

1.11. Opening Report for 802.15

1.11.1. 802.15.1 : Sponsor Ballot 2 for 802.15.1 has passed. 

1.11.1.1. Opening report is 463. 

1.11.2. 802.15.2 There will be vote on Tuesday on Partition Mapping part of Adaptive Frequency Hopping.

1.11.3. 802.15.3 high rate PAN – 464r0. Goals and status. Draft 8 is out for review. Draft 9 will go to LB, and January Sponsor Ballot. 

1.11.3.1. There will be an UWB study group proposal.

1.11.4. 802.15.4 – working to create a draft in 4 months. Will close remaining issues with draft this week. Will go to letter ballot if possible. 

1.12. Publicity activity review

1.12.1. Publicity report (document 279r1) Al Petrick.

1.12.2. Joint meeting on Tuesday. 

1.12.3. WECA update – conference call last week

1.12.3.1. Supportive of being publicity arm of 802.11. 

1.12.3.2. Concerned about delays in TGg to combat negative press.

1.12.3.3. Will certify 802.11a product as soon as multiple vendors provide silicon. New logo will be WiFi5

1.13. 802 regulatory group

1.13.1. Vic Hayes – report in RR 017r1.

1.13.2. Will hold joint meeting with TGg TGh and 5GSG.

1.13.3. Will produce draft position statements.

1.13.4. This initiative is backed by the 802.11 and 802.15 chairs.

1.13.5. Looking for radar expert to review incumbents studies.

1.13.6. Vic Hayes is resigning, and Carl Stephenson will take over Radio Regulatory by March 2002. 

1.13.7. To aid the transition, Stuart Kerry awards Carl Stephenson voting rights.

1.14. 802 coexistence group

1.14.1. Will be dealing with the group’s organization, and introduce the 15.3 and 15.4 discussions. 

1.15. Announcement – 

1.15.1. TGe people will have to walk through the tutorial.

1.16. Liaison Updates

1.16.1. Overview in document 406r6.

1.17. Old Business

1.17.1. Operating Rules

1.17.1.1. Rules are in 00/331r2. 

1.17.1.2. Editorial issues have been reported.

1.17.1.3. There is an issue with the rules on the abstain vote. We want to reflect the abstention percent from 25% to 30%.

1.18. New Business

1.18.1. IEEE staff actions

1.18.1.1. We have a number of amendments to 802.11. There is a rule that only two amendments can be outstanding before they are rolled into the main standard. 

1.18.2. Proposal for support  (document 561r0) defer to Wednesday. 

1.18.2.1. No objections

1.18.3. Clarification on 802.11a amendment. 

1.18.3.1. The editor of 802.11a evaluated the interpretation, and verified it was correct. We need to officially get paperwork back to 802. 

1.19. New Members Orientation

1.19.1. Immediately following this meeting, here.

1.20. Recess for subgroups at  3:10PM.

2. Wednesday, November 14, 2001

2.1. Opening

2.1.1. The meeting is called to order by Stuart Kerry at 10:30AM

2.2. Review of Agenda

2.2.1. New business has been brought forward from several people

2.2.2. Any modifications to the agenda?

2.2.2.1. Request to discuss paper 340 regarding creation of corrigendum study group for the 802.11 standard. 

2.2.2.2. Under new business, a request to present a paper on a request to ITU on 5GHz spectrum.

2.2.2.3. A request for time to present comments on document 00/331.

2.2.2.4. A request for time to discuss forming a standing committee to look at next generation wireless LANs.

2.2.2.5. A request to enter a motion to rescind the PAR of TGg.

2.2.3. Any further discussion on the agenda?

2.2.4. The agenda is adopted with unanimous consent

2.3. Announcements

2.3.1. An IP statement has been received by the chair from AT&T regarding TGe. It has been registered with IEEE.

2.3.2. There will be a 7:00AM chairs meeting Thursday.

2.3.3. Attendance book – the book has not been making it around. There will be an honor system this week. By January we will have a new system in place. Please verify the contact information and email addresses.

2.3.4. From TGg – the vote results are in document 638. The results are 55% for and 45% against. 

2.3.4.1. A second round of voting on Thursday is changed to 4:15PM for TGg

2.4. New Business

2.4.1. Presentation by AT&T, document 561, Zoran Kostic.

2.4.1.1. “802.11 Radio Measurements in support of WLAN Management”

2.4.1.2. Intended to enable automated wireless LAN management.

2.4.1.3. Proposes extending the MIB, via IAPP, and over the air interface.

2.4.1.4. Straw poll: How many people are interested in pursuing this subject: 143 for: 4 against: 28 abstain.

2.4.1.5. The chair directs the group regarding the status of existing task groups. The amount of work already in process is at the capacity of the Working Group to support. This work needs to be completed before beginning more formal study groups.

2.4.1.6. The vice chair indicates that this work will begin as an ad-hoc group, outside of a study group, using teleconferences. The ad-hoc group will work on focusing the scope of the effort with the intention of starting a study group at some time.

2.4.2. Announcements on reflectors

2.4.2.1. There is one reflector for 802.11. It is the official forum for technical discussions. There have been complaints regarding a private group within TGi. There is no problem with private emails, but matters regarding 802.11 should be on the main reflector

2.4.3. Presentation of document 340r0, John Rosdahl

2.4.3.1. “Errata List Justifies Need for Corrigenda for 802.11”

2.4.3.2. This presentation outlines issues with the current 802.11 standard that justify the need for a corrigenda for 802.11. There is a list of discrepancies and errors in the standard

2.4.3.3. The IEEE editors will be rolling 802.11a, b, c, and d into a new published standard. This group needs to make these additional corrections

2.4.3.4. This can be done with a new SG, but we want to avoid this. 

2.4.3.5. This list could also be submitted to the Standards Board, but that would still be sent back to this group to form a Study Group.

2.4.3.6. There are 78 items in need of correction.

2.4.3.7. The chair asks for a straw poll on how to proceed.

2.4.3.7.1. Is there a need for doing this now? 21 yes

2.4.3.7.2. Is there a need for this to be done sometime? 44 yes

2.4.3.7.3. Should this not be done? None.

2.4.3.8. The chair feels this should be handled as a side issue, after we have “cleared the decks a bit”

2.4.4. Presentation from the Spectrum Group, Bill MacFarland, Document RR 01/025, and RR 01/26

2.4.4.1. Regarding the World Radio Conference in 2003. They will set rules for the 5GHz spectrum. Radio LANs are secondary users. Satellite and radar users are agitating to inhibit RLAN uses.

2.4.4.2. We need to submit a paper to ITU showing RLAN use will not interfere with radar.

2.4.4.3. We will “ride with” HiperLAN and submit documents.

2.4.4.4. Radar users want RLANs to leave 20% time unused to listen to radar. 

2.4.4.5. The chair stresses that this group needs to support this effort to avoid losing spectrum. We need to back this committee, and our appropriate regulatory bodies. This activity defends the position of all Wireless LANs. 

2.4.4.6. Vic Hayes announces that 802.16.4 (HUMAN) now has DFS, so we may need to accommodate them.

2.4.4.7. Discussion

2.4.4.7.1. Wouldn’t separate submissions from 802 and ETSI carry more weight? Vic Hayes says the intent is to submit to the US joint Rapponteurs group. That carries weight. We will also send to JPT5T and ETSI BRAN in Europe.

2.4.4.8. There will be motions made on Friday.

2.4.5. Document 00/331 comments from Ken Clements

2.4.5.1. This is the working rules for 802.11. We have revised it in Portland. The newest revision is 331r2. Due to problems on the web site, you get an older version. 

2.4.5.2. Encourages the body to use the FTP site to get the latest version, and read them and abide by them.

2.4.5.3. The issue with the web site is an IEEE issue. The correct version is also on the server here. We will work with IEEE to resolve the problems there.

2.4.5.4. The chair concurs that it is important for members to read and understand the rules due to the rapid growth of this group.

2.4.6. Standard Committee for Wireless LANs, Next Generation. (TK Tan) Document 639

2.4.6.1. The 5GSG asks for approval of forming a standing committee of

2.4.6.2. The 5GSG group has realized changes are needed to move forward. Being a Study Group has limitations. A limited lifetime. 5GSG will cease to exist after this plenary.

2.4.6.3. We desire to form a general standing committee to address all issues regarding next generations in wireless LANs, not constrained to any particular band.

2.4.6.4. This committee could then recommend formation of new study groups at a later time as needed.

2.4.6.5. The 5GSG request the chair of 802.11 to form this standing committee on Wireless LAN Next Generation.

2.4.6.6. The chair of 5GSG affirms that that SG will be allowed to expire as of the end of this meeting.

2.4.6.7. The chair of 802.11 indicates that this committee will not be involved with any activities currently underway with existing 802.11 Task Groups.

2.4.6.8. The chair of 802.11 recommends that we do form this committee, reporting to this working group.

2.4.6.9. Discussion

2.4.6.10. The proposed rules for this standing committee are different than 802.11 rules. The word “marketing” should be changed to “publicity”

2.4.6.11. The chair asks “are there any objections to forming this committee”? There are two objections.

2.4.6.12. This should come up after we complete some of the current letter ballots.

2.4.6.13. Will this committee get agenda time? Yes, 5GSG will disappear, and this committee will get some time. This is analogous to the standing committee for publicity. It has no formal authority.

2.4.6.14. The chair requests a straw poll: Should this standing committee be formed immediately, with time slots in January? 129 for, 79 against

2.4.6.15. Those members in favor of postponing establishing this committee until after we have cleared some of the outstanding PARS? 44 for.

2.4.6.16. The chair instructs that this decision be postponed until Friday. 

2.4.6.17. The chair notes that this is an 802.11 standing committee. Radio Regulatory is an 802 committee. We will do our best to accommodate joint meetings with the 802 regulatory committee.

2.4.7. Discussion of rescinding the TGg PAR (Carson)

2.4.7.1. Based on the unlikelihood of coming to a consensus.

2.4.7.2. Move to rescind the 802.11g PAR

2.4.7.2.1. Moved Pat Carson

2.4.7.2.2. Second Chris Zegelin

2.4.7.3. The chair has researched and coordinated with ExCom on whether this is procedural or technical. The 802.11 Chair and ExCom believe that this is a Technical Motion, requiring 75% approval.

2.4.7.4. The chair rules that this is a Technical Motion requiring 75% to pass.

2.4.7.5. Discussion

2.4.7.5.1. Can we look at the motion to approve the PAR? Yes the motion to approve the PAR for 802.11g was technical, and had 75%. 

2.4.7.5.2. The vice chair researches the voting records from September 2000. 

2.4.7.5.3. The affirmation vote is not in the voting calculator.

2.4.7.5.4. The affirmation of the PAR was done by a letter ballot.

2.4.7.5.5. The letter ballot did not state it was a technical motion

2.4.7.6. The chairs decision is appealed

2.4.7.6.1. Bob O’Hara

2.4.7.7. Discussion on the appeal

2.4.7.7.1. Speaks in favor of the appeal. There is lack of consensus.

2.4.7.7.2. Letter ballot 23 required that no-votes required detailed technical reason to vote no. Supports the chair’s ruling.

2.4.7.7.3. Call the question

2.4.7.7.3.1. John Fakatselis

2.4.7.7.3.2. John Kowalski

2.4.7.7.4. Vote on calling the question

2.4.7.7.4.1. The chair announces the question is called. The count was not announced.

2.4.7.7.5. Call for orders of the day

2.4.7.7.5.1. The chair indicates we are out of time, the meeting is in recess.

2.5. Recess at 12:01 PM.

Closing Plenary, Friday, November 16, 2001

2.6. Opening

2.6.1. The meeting is called to order by Stuart Kerry at 8:15AM.

2.6.2. The chair reviews today’s agenda.

2.6.3. The agenda is approved without objection.

2.7. Announcements

2.7.1. Web site

2.7.1.1. The chair requests web site updates by November 26th. 

2.7.1.2. Chairs meetings will be held Dec 17th and Jan 14th.

2.7.1.3. The new agendas will be posted by Dec 21st.

2.7.2. IP Statements

2.7.2.1. No new IP statements have been received

2.7.3. Operating rules update

2.7.3.1. Document 331r2. We are looking at editorial changes

2.7.3.1.1. Want to change the abstention rule from 25 to 30%.

2.7.3.1.2. Send notes to Al Petrick

2.8. Task Group Reports

2.8.1. TGi – Dave Halasz

2.8.1.1. Document 586

2.8.1.2. Dealt with fixes to WEP – moved to informative annex

2.8.1.3. MIC framework, Rekeying will use 802.1x

2.8.1.4. There will be two conference calls 12/4 and 01/11/02

2.8.1.5. Request a 3 hour joint meeting with TGe at the next meeting.

2.8.1.6. Discussion

2.8.1.6.1. TGi is running a private email reflector? No, some individuals have exchanged email, but that activity has been discouraged. The chair notes that 802.11 business should be discussed on the 802.11 reflector.

2.8.2. TGf – Dave Bagby – report in 01/583

2.8.2.1. Minutes in 575.

2.8.2.2. Got through almost all comments

2.8.2.3. Did not get to new draft.

2.8.2.4. Issues with sequence number. It is all that is provided by the 802.11 MAC. There is no timestamp.

2.8.2.5. Security IPSec issues – we have concluded that security is needed on the IP network. This will require a significant amount of work and will impact the schedule.

2.8.2.6. There were 366 technical comments – 305 have been processed. 

2.8.2.7. Output papers 522r2 contains ballot comments. Currently at r6 at the end of this meeting.

2.8.2.8. Draft 2.1 will show up before January, containing resolutions from this meeting.

2.8.2.9. The PAR of TGf expires in March. ExCom instructed TGf to extend the PAR for 2 years. TGf passed the motion to extend.

2.8.2.10. TGf also passed a motion to enable a LB in January.

2.8.3. TGg – Matthew Shoemake

2.8.3.1. Report in document 584

2.8.3.2. The group completed the objectives for the week for the first time.

2.8.3.3. The first vote had 55% acceptance, not enough to enable a draft. 

2.8.3.4. Several rounds of straw polls brought the group to consensus. The proposal was updated to embody the sentiment of the group in document 644. 

2.8.3.5. The ballot on that proposal had 76.4% support, enabling a first draft. There were 152 voters, no abstains.

2.8.3.6. Carl Andren was elected as the editor of 802.11g.

2.8.3.7. 802.11g draft 1.0 is out. The group will go to letter ballot in January. To meet pre-notification requirements, D1.0 will be put on the server.

2.8.3.8. In January, TGg will issue a letter ballot. Will make a motion to empower the interim. 

2.8.3.9. There may be some teleconferences.

2.8.3.10. There will not be a February 2002 interim.

2.8.3.11. Discussion

2.8.3.11.1. There were presentations yesterday of “802.11 a+b=g”. Concerned if this might confuse the market and press. It could be misinterpreted.

2.8.3.11.2. The TGg chair notes that the naming will be changed as we transition between the proposal and the draft. 

2.8.3.11.3. The chair asks that this discussion be moved to the Publicity committee.

2.8.3.12. The TGg chair thanks the members of the three proposal teams for their work in achieving this milestone. 

2.8.4. TGh – Mika Kasslin

2.8.4.1. Report in document 585

2.8.4.2. Global harmonization efforts were discussed

2.8.4.3. There was discussion about extending the PAR scope to other regulatory domains and 2.4GHz.

2.8.4.4. Objectives

2.8.4.5. Address remain comments, decide of DFS, enable a new draft

2.8.5. TGe – Duncan Kitchin

2.8.5.1. Report in document 582

2.8.5.2. We had significant agreement on technical issues, and we have agreed on a new draft.

2.8.5.3. Will describe changes to the draft, as required by rules to send new draft out to letter ballot.

2.8.5.4. An editing team was created because it is required to have all editing completed before the letter ballot goes out.

2.8.5.5. There are 14 changes to the draft described in the report document 582.

2.8.5.6. The editors authority to make editorial changes without explicit motions was re-affirmed. The remainder of motions were technical.

2.8.5.7. A number of clarifications of HCF rules were added.

2.8.5.8. New definitions for signaling in parameterized QoS were added.

2.8.5.9. A new mechanism for delayed (group) acknowledgement was accepted that is acceptable to all.

2.8.5.10. Discussion

2.8.5.10.1. There is a new section in the rules 2.81c that requires a notification of letter ballot on email. Has it been done? Yes.

2.8.6. 5GSG – Bruce Kraemer

2.8.6.1. Report in document 587r2

2.8.6.2. 5GSG was chartered to work on a global standard, coalescing the three existing standards. Have been working with ETSI/BRAN and MMAC. 

2.8.6.3. A number of beneficial relationships have been established. 

2.8.6.4. the PAR attempted to define an InterWorking mechanism between 802.11a and HiperLAN. This was not possible, and the PAR was rescinded. 

2.8.6.5. The SG looked for other work to undertake, but none has been found that would lead to a new PAR.

2.8.6.6. The study group will not be renewed at this plenary, so it will expire with this meeting.

2.8.6.7. The 5GSG wishes to thank Richard Kennedy, the first chair, and Jamshid Khun Jush, TK Tan, and Garth Hillman, who have contributed to the work of the group.

2.8.6.8. The 5GSG desires to transition into the Wireless LAN Next Generation Standing Committee.

2.8.6.9. T K Tan will be the WNG SC chair.

2.8.6.10. Presentation in document 639r1.

2.8.6.11. The primary objective is to advise the WG chair on new issues related to wireless LAN.

2.8.6.12. It will still interface with other standard bodies.

2.8.6.13. The SC requests approximately 8 hours of meeting time per session.

2.8.6.14. Deliverables will be documents that describe recommended requirements for next generation WLAN, and a project plan to develop appropriate standard.

2.8.6.15. The WG chair supports the formation this committee

2.8.6.16. Discussion

2.8.6.17. There seems to be no reason to form this committee. This group already knows what to do, and duplicates the purpose of study groups.

2.8.6.18. This would serve to capture requirements in a single venue, and further synthesize into better documents and positions for standards.

2.8.6.19. Uncomfortable forming groups with nebulous goals. Concerned with agenda time. There are Study Groups that do have specific goals that this committee might compete with. 

2.8.6.20. The WG chair will insure that the SC will not impact the agenda time of the TGs and new SGs.

2.8.6.21. In favor of the general idea. The key is maintaining the relationships, and providing a formal place for them.

2.8.6.22. The WG chair supports forming this body for the January meeting.

2.8.7. Publicity – Al Petrick

2.8.7.1. Report in Document 279r2

2.8.7.2. There are 4 nominees for chairs. The selection will be postponed until the January meeting.

2.8.7.3. Review of conferences and events relevant to 802.11 and 802.15

2.8.8. Liaison Reports

2.8.8.1. Mary DuVal will not be the 802.15 liaison anymore.

2.8.8.2. No other Liaison reports.

2.8.9. Radio Regulatory

2.8.9.1. Report in document RR 01/022r1

2.8.9.2. Rules change proposal for 802 level regulatory work was completed. RR doesn’t have to operate in parallel with working groups. Will report directly to Executive Committee.

2.8.9.3. Updated the Wireless PAR requirements for regulatory and coexistence requirements.

2.8.9.4. Worked on submission to WRC-2003 agenda. 802.11 will join HiperLAN in submission. DFS plans of 802.11h will be added. RR document 01/026

2.8.9.5. Document RR 01/82 describes a concern about 802.16 use of 5250-5350 band. Asking ITU to remove constraint.

2.8.9.6. Drafted letter regarding China rules for 2.45 GHz band.

2.8.9.7. Vic Hayes will resign from RR chair. Term ends in March 2002. Was appointed by the chair of 802. Carl Stephenson has been recommended as next chair. 

2.8.9.8. The WG chair affirms the selection of Carl Stephenson as the new RR chair.

2.8.9.9. Discussion

2.8.9.9.1. Regarding the Chinese regulation – who is responsible for insuring old devices cease operation at the end of 2004? The user or the manufacturer? We don’t know.

2.8.10. 802 coexistence

2.8.10.1. No report available

2.9. Old Business

2.9.1. Return to the motion on the floor (context from the previous session in green):

2.9.1.1. Move to rescind the 802.11g PAR

2.9.1.1.1. Moved Pat Carson

2.9.1.1.2. Second Chris Zegelin

2.9.1.2. The chair has researched and coordinated with ExCom on whether this is procedural or technical. The 802.11 Chair and ExCom believe that this is a Technical Motion, requiring 75% approval.

2.9.1.3. The chair rules that this is a Technical Motion requiring 75% to pass.

2.9.1.4. Discussion

2.9.1.4.1. Can we look at the motion to approve the PAR? Yes the motion to approve the PAR for 802.11g was technical, and had 75%. 

2.9.1.4.2. The vice chair researches the voting records from September 2000. 

2.9.1.4.3. The affirmation vote is not in the voting calculator.

2.9.1.4.4. The affirmation of the PAR was done by a letter ballot.

2.9.1.4.5. The letter ballot did not state it was a technical motion

2.9.1.5. The chairs decision is appealed

2.9.1.5.1. Bob O’Hara

2.9.1.6. Discussion on the appeal

2.9.1.6.1. Speaks in favor of the appeal. There is lack of consensus.

2.9.1.6.2. Letter ballot 23 required that no-votes required detailed technical reason to vote no. Supports the chair’s ruling.

2.9.1.6.3. Call the question

2.9.1.6.3.1. John Fakatselis

2.9.1.6.3.2. John Kowalski

2.9.1.6.4. Vote on calling the question

2.9.1.6.4.1. The chair announces the question is called. The count was not announced.

2.9.1.6.5. Call for orders of the day

2.9.1.6.5.1. The chair indicates we are out of time, the meeting is in recess.

2.9.1.7. Vote on sustaining the chair: the appeal fails, the chair is sustained: 53: 17: 24

2.9.1.8. The chair states that the vote on rescinding the PAR will be a technical motion requiring 75%.

2.9.1.9. Discussion

2.9.1.9.1. Is this setting a precedent for future motions regarding the rescinding of a PAR?

2.9.1.9.2. The parliamentarian states that this motion has no binding effect on what we may do in the future, and does not set a precedent. It is regarding this one item only.

2.9.1.10. There is no motion on the floor, because the chair did not read the motion to the body.

2.9.1.11. The chair has received an email from the mover:

From: pcarson@tdktca.com

Subject: motion to rescind TGg PAR

To: <stuart.kerry@philips.com>, <hworstell@research.att.com>,

        <tgodfrey@intersil.com>, petrick@bellsouth.net

Cc: shoemake@ti.com

Date: Thu, 15 Nov 2001 19:43:01 -0600

802.11WG leadership

Gentlemen,

In view of today's successful 75% majority vote in TGg, I request to

withdraw my motion to rescind the TGg PAR. I do understand the importance

of the work in TGg and the effect my motion may have had in spurring the

various parties to reach a compromise. I no longer see a need to move

forward with my motion as it now appears that the stalemate has been broken

and real work can proceed.

I again apologize that for business reasons I am not able to attend the

802.11WG Closing Plenary on Friday.

Pat Carson

V.P.

TDK R&D Corp

2.9.1.12.  The chair asks if the seconder (Chris Zegelin) agrees with rescinding?

2.9.1.12.1. Chris states that he agrees with the mover (Pat Carson) and supports his withdrawing of the motion. States that this motion incited TGg to get their act in gear. Notes that the threat is still there – TGg must not backslide, or this motion will reappear.

2.9.1.13. The chair states that the motion to withdraw the PAR has been made by the mover and seconder, and is thus withdrawn.

2.10. New Business

2.10.1. TGe Motions from document 582

2.10.1.1. Instruct the editor to create 802.11e draft standard revision D2.0 from the contents of 802.11e draft standard revision D1.9-1 and thereafter ask the 802.11 WG to create a letter ballot requesting the WG to forward the 802.11e draft standard D2.0 to sponsor ballot

2.10.1.1.1. Moved Duncan Kitchin, on behalf of the Task Group.

2.10.1.1.2. Discussion

2.10.1.1.2.1. Have we met the criteria for having this motion in order? Have all the technical issues been resolved according to rule 2.8? 

2.10.1.1.2.2. The TG chair does not believe there are any open technical issues. The rule does not say that everything is in agreement. It is reasonable to assume that there will not be “no” votes.

2.10.1.1.2.3. At what time was the motion passed in TGe? At 9.00PM last night. D2.0 is time stamped at 8:00AM. 

2.10.1.1.2.4. Asks the chair to rule if there has been sufficient time to review the document. The WG chair defers to Duncan the TG chair

2.10.1.1.2.5. D2.0 was created from D1.9. We verified we followed the rules. This has been voted on in the task group. 

2.10.1.1.2.6. The 2.0 draft contains all the technical changes, and it 

2.10.1.1.2.7. There is no objective definition of complete. 

2.10.1.1.2.8. The WG chair personally has not had time to read the draft. Asks for a straw poll of those who have not had sufficient time to read the draft

2.10.1.1.2.9. 24 have not, 33 have. The chair rules that this draft has not had sufficient time to go to letter ballot.

2.10.1.1.3. Discussion

2.10.1.1.3.1. Suggests that straw polls cannot make decisions. Suggests that the rules are ridiculous and impede process. What’s the cost? Having to review it? Lets not lose two month intervals over rules.

2.10.1.1.3.2. If an hour is not sufficient then what is? No one is ever going to be able to fully review it. We have to trust the group. 

2.10.1.1.4. Appeal the ruling of the chair

2.10.1.1.4.1. Duncan Kitchin

2.10.1.1.4.2. Second John Kowalski

2.10.1.1.4.3. Discussion

2.10.1.1.4.3.1. The rules say one hour is sufficient. We cannot change and re-interpret the rules on the fly and make progress.

2.10.1.1.4.3.2. Supports the appeal. Those people who are involved in E know what is going on and know this document is ready. Perhaps those who haven’t seen it were doing something else.

2.10.1.1.5. Vote on the sustaining the chair: The chair’s ruling is overturned 5: 66: 5

2.10.1.1.6. The motion is back on the floor

2.10.1.1.7. Discussion of the motion:

2.10.1.1.7.1. In favor of the motion. We are asking to forward this draft to letter ballot to give those who disagree to tell us in their comments.

2.10.1.1.8. Move to amend the motion: change “ask” to “authorize”, after letter ballot, insert “which may be conducted by electronic means”.

2.10.1.1.8.1. Moved Ken Clements

2.10.1.1.8.2. Second Duncan Kitchin.

2.10.1.1.8.3. Discussion on the amendment

2.10.1.1.8.3.1. In favor. You can’t have the word ask in there. Also, we have never explicitly authorized an electronic LB.

2.10.1.1.8.4. Vote on the motion to amend: Passes with no objection

2.10.1.1.9. Discussion on the motion

2.10.1.1.9.1. Given the draft 2.0 was put on the server we don’t need to create it. Is 597r1 in the draft? It is not.

2.10.1.1.9.2. We have an open issue because it is not in the draft.

2.10.1.1.9.3. This is not pre-authorization for another letter ballot. This letter ballot is to go out now. We also have authorized a letter ballot for January if needed.

2.10.1.1.10. (Recess for 15 minutes)

2.10.1.2. Motion on the floor:

2.10.1.3. Instruct the editor to create 802.11e draft standard revision D2.0 from the contents of 802.11e draft standard revision D1.9-1 and thereafter authorize the 802.11 WG to create a letter ballot, which may be conducted by electronic means,  requesting the WG to forward the 802.11e draft standard D2.0 to sponsor ballot

2.10.1.3.1. Discussion

2.10.1.3.1.1. We came here to do this. We met a more difficult requirement to make this available here

2.10.1.3.1.2. Call the question (Duncan) No Objection

2.10.1.3.2. Vote on the motion: Passes 56: 7: 0

2.10.1.4. Motion: Request the 802.11 WG to schedule a joint session of task groups e and i at all future plenary and interim meetings at which both task groups meet.

2.10.1.4.1. The chair notes that this is an informational motion.

2.10.1.4.2. The TG chair notes that this is a formal request from the Task Group.

2.10.1.4.3. Moved Duncan Kitchin on behalf of the Task Group

2.10.1.4.4. Vote: Passes 61:0:0

2.10.1.5. Motion: Request the 802.11 WG to schedule a joint session of task groups e and h at all future plenary and interim meetings at which both task groups meet.

2.10.1.5.1. Moved: Duncan Kitchin on behalf of the Task Group

2.10.1.5.2. Discussion

2.10.1.5.2.1. As a member of H, it is unclear what there is to talk about. Suggests that Ad-Hoc discussions might be adequate. Against the motion.

2.10.1.5.2.2. There are known issues, we just want to have time scheduled. 

2.10.1.5.2.3. The chair of TGh asks for this to be ad-hoc, so we don’t have to take 2 hours. Against the motion

2.10.1.5.2.4. This motion doesn’t specify whether it is formal or ad-hoc session.

2.10.1.5.2.5. Regardless, it takes time from the agenda.

2.10.1.5.2.6. In favor – there are joint issues. 

2.10.1.5.2.7. This is just a request, and doesn’t specify times, which can be at the discretion of the chair.

2.10.1.5.2.8. Call the question (Harry W) no objection

2.10.1.5.3. Vote on the motion: 41:3:17

2.10.1.6. Motion: TGe asks the working group to empower the January Interim meeting of TGe to be able to ask the working group to issue a letter ballot.

2.10.1.6.1. Moved: Duncan Kitchin on behalf of the Task Group.

2.10.1.6.2. Discussion

2.10.1.6.3. This has no basis in Roberts Rules or our operating rules. 

2.10.1.6.4. This is a topic for the chairs meeting.

2.10.1.6.5. The WG chair asks to move ahead with this vote, with the objection noted.

2.10.1.6.6. Vote on the motion: passes 60:5:2

2.10.2. TGf motions

2.10.2.1. Motion: On behalf of TGf. To ask SEC to approve an extension of the TGf PAR for 24 months.

2.10.2.1.1. Moved Dave Bagby

2.10.2.1.2. Discussion

2.10.2.1.2.1. The TG will end when the work is done.

2.10.2.1.2.2. The PAR was approved March 30, 2000.

2.10.2.1.3. Vote on the motion: passes 53:0:1

2.10.2.2. Motion: To authorize the January 2002 Interim TGf meeting to make decisions required to complete work to initiate a WG Letter Ballot fro TGf draft 3.0

2.10.2.2.1. Moved Dave Bagby on behalf of TGf

2.10.2.2.2. Vote on the motion: Passes 60:0:0

2.10.3. TGg motions

2.10.3.1. Motion: to empower 802.11 to issue a WG letter ballot on the 802.11g draft at the January 2002 interim.

2.10.3.1.1. Moved Matthew Shoemake

2.10.3.1.2. Second Jan Boer

2.10.3.1.3. Motion ID 322

2.10.3.1.4. Discussion

2.10.3.1.4.1. Draft 1.0 of TGg has been on the server since this morning.

2.10.3.1.5. Vote on the motion: Passes 59:0:2

2.10.4. TGe additional motions

2.10.4.1. Motion: To ask SEC to approve an extension of the TGe PAR for 24 months.

2.10.4.1.1. Moved Duncan Kitchin 

2.10.4.1.2. Second Peter Johanssen

2.10.4.1.3. Motion ID 323

2.10.4.1.4. Vote on the motion: Passes 63:1:1

2.10.5. TGh motions

2.10.5.1. Move to empower TGh to hold an interim meeting in January 2002, conduct teleconferences, process letter ballot comments, and consequently, revise 802.11-01/482 before the March 2002 IEEE 802. Plenary.

2.10.5.1.1. Moved Mika Kasslin on behalf of TGh

2.10.5.1.2. Motion ID 324

2.10.5.1.3. Discussion

2.10.5.1.3.1. Notes that a 30 day notice on teleconferences is required

2.10.5.1.4. Vote on the motion: Passes 50: 1: 1

2.10.5.2. Move that the WG, if necessary, conduct a second WG letter ballot after the January 2002 interim meeting to forward a revised 802.11-01/482 to Sponsor Ballot.

2.10.5.2.1. Moved Mika Kasslin on behalf of TGh

2.10.5.2.2. Motion ID 325

2.10.5.2.3. Vote on the motion: 49:4:1

2.10.6. TGi (no motions)

2.10.7. 5GSG (no motions)

2.10.8. Publicity

2.10.8.1. An article was published by EE Times, which contained incorrect information. We asked them to withdraw it. 

2.10.8.2. A press release regarding TGg was written. It addresses the facts as the leadership sees them. It is jointly from Stuart Kerry and Matthew Shoemake. It does not have a document number. It is not an official document.

16 November 2001, Austin, TX - 1:00 PM

“ IEEE 802.11g Advances the Future of Wireless LANs ”

This week, the IEEE 802.11 Task Group G reached an important milestone by approving its first draft. When complete, it will extend the highly successful family of IEEE 802.11 standards, with data rates up to 54 Mbps in the 2.4 GHz band.  This draft is based on CCK, OFDM, and PBCC technologies. The Working Group will meet in January, 2002 to further refine the TGg draft in preparation for publication by the second half of 2002. Further details on the status of this draft and the other activities of the working group are available on the IEEE 802.11 website at www.ieee802.org/11. 

Stuart J. Kerry





Matthew B. Shoemake

Chair, IEEE 80211 Working Group


Chair, IEEE 802.11 TGg

End.
2.10.8.3. This is the opinion of the chairs, and the authorized position. There is no motion.

2.10.8.4. Discussion

2.10.8.4.1. There is now a new article on EE Times – dated today.

2.10.8.4.2. The chair is concerned about what is happening in the press. We are looking at our technical expertise to develop the best technology.

2.10.8.4.3.  Point of information – members request the text of the official release. 

2.10.8.4.4. A liaison document between 802.15 and 802.11 has been brought to our attention. The document by James Gilb (official liaison) editorializes the progress in TGg as a “train wreck”, and calls the proposal “incompatible”. Believes this is totally inappropriate for an IEEE document.

2.10.8.4.5. The WG chair will follow up on this with the 802.15 chair.

2.10.8.4.6. The WG chair requests that the 802.15 chair pull the offending document off the server.

2.10.8.4.7. Documents on the MARS server are not under our control.

2.10.9. Radio Regulatory Motions

2.10.9.1. On behalf of the RR group, moves to request SEC to undertake the rules change procedure for addition of rules for a SEC Standing Committee and adjustment of the procedures for coordination with other standards bodies and communication with government bodies as proposed in doc RR 01/028.

2.10.9.1.1. Moved Vic Hayes

2.10.9.1.2. ID 326

2.10.9.1.3. Discussion

2.10.9.1.3.1. The WG chair supports this motion

2.10.9.1.4. Vote on the motion: 43:0:5

2.10.9.2. Motion to request SEC to undertake the Rules Change Procedure for amendment of the procedure for PARs as proposed in document RR-01/029r0.

2.10.9.2.1. Moved Vic Hayes

2.10.9.2.2. ID 327

2.10.9.2.3. Discussion

2.10.9.2.3.1. Request for a brief overview.

2.10.9.2.3.2. This was originally called the 6th criteria. Regarding regulatory and coexistence issues.

2.10.9.2.4. Vote on the motion: Passes 35:0:4

2.10.9.3. Motion to request SEC to approve, in principle, the submission of document RR 01/26r2 to the US joint Rapponteurs group 8A-9B.

2.10.9.3.1. Moved Vic Hayes

2.10.9.3.2. ID 328

2.10.9.3.3. Vote: Passes 41:1:6

2.10.9.4. To request SEC to approve, in principle, the submission of doc.: RR-01/27r0 to the US ITO for translation into the Chinese language and subsequently present to the Chinese Administration. To empower the Chairs of the Wireless Working Groups and the Regulatory Ombudsman to make final edits to harmonize the document according to the sentiments of the WGs.

2.10.9.4.1. Moved Vic Hayes

2.10.9.4.2. ID 329

2.10.9.4.3. Vote: 47:0:4

2.10.9.5. Request the WG chair to appoint Rapponteurs for the regulatory group. 

2.11. Adjourn at 11:30AM
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