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1.1. Introduction

1.1.1. Meeting called to order by Stuart J. Kerry at 1:45PM  The starting was delayed due to the long distance walk from the hotel.
1.1.2. The agenda of the 88th session of 802.11 is in doc: IEEE 11-04-993r1. 

1.1.3. Secretary – Tim Godfrey 

1.1.4. Officers and Chairs of 802.11:
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1.1.5. Stuart Kerry reviews the roles and responsibilities of the Working Group officers. 

1.1.6. Brian Mathews has resigned for another job outside the industry. The WG chair thanks him, and ask for volunteers for replacements.

1.1.7. People attending for the first time at this meeting: 32

1.1.8. There are 243 people in the room.

1.2. Review of Policies and Procedures

1.2.1. Al Petrick presents document 04/424r3 to the body.

1.2.2. Review of working group officers and duties for all wireless working groups.

1.2.3. Review of voting rights, participation requirements, and voting token procedures. There is a new system for indicating voting rights – instead of tokens, there is a printed indication on the badge.
1.2.4. Review of operating policies and procedures, registration, payment of fees. Our P&P is in 04/510r0, which is posted on the web site.
1.2.5. Review of rules against photographs, tape recording, and media briefing.

1.2.6. Review of attendance recording process, and contact information updating procedures.

1.2.7. Review of process and requirements for gaining and keeping voting rights.

1.2.8. Membership representation and anti-trust laws are reviewed. 
1.2.9. Stuart Kerry reads an additional Anti Trust Statement contained in 11-04-0993r2. 
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Each Member acknowledges that the Members are committed to
fostering competition in the development of new products and services.
The Members further acknowledge that they may compete with one
another in various lines of business and that it is therefore imperative that
they and their representatives act in a manner which does not violate any
applicable antitrust laws and regulations. Without limiting the generality
of the foregoing, the Members acknowledge that the Members will not
discuss issues relating to product pricing, methods or channels of product
distribution, any division of markets, or allocation of customers or any
other topic which should not be discussed among competitors.
Accordingly, each Member hereby assumes responsibility to provide
appropriate legal counsel to its representatives acting under the Member
Agreement regarding the importance of limiting their discussions to
subjects that relate to the purposes of the Member Agreement, whether
or not such discussions take place during formal meetings, informal
gatherings, or otherwise.





1.2.10. Al Petrick reads the following text to the body regarding IEEE patent policy:
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General Agenda Information

6. Patents

IEEE standards may include the known use of essential patents, and patent applications, provided 

the IEEE receives assurance from the patent holder or applicant with respect to patents essential for 

compliance with both mandatory and optional portions of the standard. This assurance shall be 

provided without coercion and prior to approval of the standard (or reaffirmation when a patent 

becomes known after initial approval of the standard). This assurance shall be a letter that is in the 

form of either 

a) A general disclaimer to the effect that the patentee will not enforce any of its present or future 

patent(s) whose use would be required to implement the proposed IEEE standard against any person 

or entity using the patent(s) to comply with the standard or 

b) A statement that a license will be made available without compensation or under reasonable rates, 

with reasonable terms and conditions that are demonstrably free of any unfair discrimination 

This assurance shall apply, at a minimum, from the date of the standard's approval to the date of the 

standard's withdrawal and is irrevocable during that period.

IEEE -SA Standards Board Bylaws

on Patents

in Standards

Approved by IEEE-SA Standards Board –, March 2003, July 2004
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General Agenda Information

Inappropriate Topics for

IEEE WG Meetings

•

Don’t

discuss licensing terms or conditions

•

Don’t

discuss product pricing, territorial restrictions or market share

•

Don’t

discuss ongoing litigation or threatened litigation

•

Don’t

be silent if inappropriate topics are discussed… do formally object.

If you have questions,

contact the IEEE Patent Committee Administrator

at patcom@ieee.org

Approved by IEEE-SA Standards Board – December 2002


1.2.11. Stuart Kerry asks if there are any questions on patent policy.
1.2.11.1. No questions
1.2.12. Review of IEEE copyright policy.
1.2.13. Review of IEEE meeting etiquette.
1.3. IP Statements (Letters of Assurance)

1.3.1. Stuart Kerry asks if there are any new LOA? 

1.3.1.1. A member states that a document has been uploaded (11-04-1434r0) detailing possible patents impacting TGn
1.3.1.2. Stuart Kerry notes that There was a previous issue with TI and Mesh Networking. We are still waiting for a response from TI after three letters to them.
1.4. Announcements

1.4.1. We have just published 802.11i, and there are awards for the Task Group participants.

1.4.1.1. Award for Dave Halasz, 802.11i Chair, received by Peter Ecclesine.
1.4.1.2. Additional awards are given for Tim Moore, Franck Ciotti, Tony Jeffree, Terry Cole, Jesse Walker.
1.4.1.3. Certificates are given to Bernard Aboba, Nancy Cam-Winget, Clint Chaplin, Dan Harkins, Russ Housley, Paul Lambert, Mike Moreton, Dave Nelson, Henry Patinski, Dorothy Stanley, Doug Whiting, Glen Zorn.
1.4.2. Awards for 802.11j
1.4.2.1. Sheung Li, chair of 802.11j. receives a plaque. 
1.4.2.2. Additional plaques are given to Peter Ecclesine, and Inoe-san, 

1.4.2.3. Certificates are given to Tomoko Atachi, Terry Cole, Darwin Engwer, Albert Garrett, Chris Hansen, Uriel Limberger, William McFarland, Andrew Myles, Gunner Nitsche, Steven Pope, Masahiro Takagi.
1.5. Network and Software
1.5.1. There were improvements asked for at the last meeting.

1.5.2. Update for attendance and documentation and software. 

1.5.3. There are new templates for use for submissions. We now have a template and cover page for Excel spreadsheets.

1.5.4. At the end of this week, all documents must use the new templates with disclaimer. 

1.5.5. Harry Worstell thanks Darwin Engwer for his work in making these templates.

1.5.6. Harry reviews the process of attendance recording and voting, and reminds members to sign in for sessions. Any corrections to attendance must be made during the session this week.

1.5.7. Stuart re-affirms that the templates are mandatory for all submissions after the close of this session. 
1.5.8. Harry notes that voting membership and reflector participation must be requested by emails. There will be email templates for requesting voting rights, reflector membership, etc.

1.6. Voting Membership Review
1.6.1. Al Petrick presents document 04/511r2

1.6.2. There are 417 voters at the start of the meeting,  and 95 nearly voters.

1.6.3. If all nearly voters are registered and have requested rights, we would have 522 voting members.

1.7. Approval of the Agenda

1.7.1. Any change to the agenda? None.
1.7.2. The agenda is adopted and approved by Unanimous consent.

1.8. Interim Meetings

1.8.1. January – Monterey CA

1.8.2. May 2005. Cannot be Sydney, Australia, since the hotel will not be completed. Considering Beijing, China.

1.8.3. September 2005. We have outgrown Boston. We are holding a booking for Garden Grove CA.
1.8.4. January 2006. Considering Hawaii, Big Island or Maui.

1.9. EC Report
1.9.1. Stuart Kerry reads the Executive Committee report in Document 04/1132r0

1.9.2. Reports for working groups to Tim Godfrey by Monday following meetings.
1.9.3. 802.19 Coexistence changes to P&P will be discussed Friday.
1.9.4. There was discussion of the actions of China at the ISO JCT6 meeting last week. 
1.9.5. There was an 802.1 Architecture meeting, but 802.11 members were not invited.

1.9.6. There will be an RFP for network services. 
1.10. Financial Summary
1.10.1. Will be done Wednesday

1.11. Review of the minutes from September

1.11.1. Any other matters from the minutes? None

1.11.2. The minutes are approved with Unanimous consent

1.12. Policies and Procedures

1.12.1. Al Petrick states that the current P&P is document 04/510r0.

1.13. Objectives for this Session

1.13.1. TGe – John Fakatselis
1.13.1.1. Completed two sponsor recirculations.

1.13.1.2. Plan to submit to RevCom at this week.

1.13.1.3. The Executive Committee have been notified

1.13.1.4. We do not have the official result of the 3rd recirculation. 

1.13.2. TGj – Sheung Li

1.13.2.1. Project 802.11j was approved by Revcom on September 24th, and published.

1.13.2.2. The group is formally dissolved.

1.13.3. TGk – Richard Paine

1.13.3.1. resolving comments from LB71. Have done some editorial resolution on teleconferences.
1.13.3.2. All technical comments have been categorized. Document 04/1327.

1.13.4. TGm – Bob O’Hara
1.13.4.1. Will have several slots this week. 

1.13.4.2. There will be resolution of an interpretation request in document 1198.

1.13.4.3. The WG chair thanks Inoue-san for his research.

1.13.5. TGn – Bruce Kraemer

1.13.5.1. Will continue presentation on partial and complete proposals. Expanding on Q&A. 

1.13.5.2. After Q&A, will conduct first low-hurdle vote. 

1.13.6. TGp – Lee Armstrong
1.13.6.1. Ready to prepare a draft. By the end of this session, it could be ready.
1.13.7. TGr – Clint Chaplin
1.13.7.1. Agenda in 04/1414. Currently having presentations of proposals this week. There are eight proposals today and tomorrow. 

1.13.8. TGs – Donald Eastlake
1.13.8.1. Agenda is in 04/1149r2. Working on scope and comparison criteria document. 

1.13.8.2. Call for Proposals in January

1.13.9. TGT – Charles Wright

1.13.9.1. Will have 6-7 presentations and proposals. 

1.13.9.2. Need to appoint editor and secretary for group.

1.13.10. WNG SC – TK Tan
1.13.10.1. There will be two presentations. 

1.13.10.2. Update to 802.21, and software define radios.

1.13.11. ADS SG – Jesse Walker
1.13.11.1. Will meet twice. Goal to develop PAR and 5C. Draft PAR in document 04.1214

1.13.12. WIEN SG – Stephen McCann
1.13.12.1. Will have presentations on AP discovery,
1.13.13. WNM SG – Harry Worstell

1.13.13.1. Stuart Kerry reads the Official result of LB72 to approve TGv PAR and 5C passes 254: 42 : 25. 
1.13.13.2. WNM will respond to PAR and 5C questions. 

1.13.13.3. There will be presentations and discussions

1.13.13.4. Discussion

1.13.13.4.1. Will the comments on the vote be passed to ExCom? Stuart says no, this was a procedural motion. The comments will be reviewed by WNM.

1.13.14. APF Ad Hoc – Dorothy Stanley

1.13.14.1. Will have 2 meetings this week
1.13.14.2. Agenda in 04.1428. 

1.13.14.3. Thursday meeting joint with 802.1.

1.13.14.4. The reason for being an AdHoc was to make it possible to deliver text through the TGm process. 

1.13.15. Editor – Terry Cole

1.13.15.1. Will meet with each TG editor this week.

1.13.16. Publicity and Plenary tutorial – are moved to Wednesday
1.13.16.1. Change to agenda is approved with Unanimous consent

1.14. Review of other 802 WG PARS
1.14.1. 802.1ah - AMENDMENT: PROVIDER BACKBONE BRIDGES
1.14.1.1. Comments

1.14.1.1.1. A member states that the format of the PAR documents is not clear. Certain fields are not visible or are hidden.

1.14.1.1.2. Stuart Kerry has reviewed the PAR had has the same issue. 802.11 will take the position that this problem needs to be addressed.

1.14.2. 802.1ai - AMENDMENT: MULTIPLE REGISTRATION PROTOCOL
1.14.2.1. No Comments, No position

1.14.3. 802.1aj - AMENDMENT: TWO-PORT MAC RELAY

1.14.3.1. No Comments, No position

1.14.4. 802.3ar - AMENDMENT: ENHANCEMENTS FOR
1.14.4.1.  No Comments, No position

1.14.5. CONGESTION MANAGEMENT

1.14.5.1. No Comments, No position

1.14.6. 802.3as - AMENDMENT: FRAME FORMAT EXTENSIONS

1.14.6.1. No Comments, No position

1.14.7. 802.16h - AMENDMENT: IMPROVED COEXISTENCE MECHANISMS FOR LICENSE-EXEMPT OPERATION
1.14.7.1. No Comments, No position

1.14.8. 802.17b - AMENDMENT: SPATIALLY AWARE SUBLAYER
1.14.8.1. No Comments, No position

1.15. IEEE Patent Policy and PatCom processes

1.15.1. Karen Kinney speaks to the group.

1.15.2. Things the PatCom is considering for future changes.
1.15.3. Steve Mills, former member of PatCom is also here.

1.15.4. PatCom is meeting in 2 weeks in New York.

1.15.5. This same discussion will take place on Wednesday in 802.15

1.15.6. Letter of Assurance Form. Considering adding a URL on the form. Today URLs are not allowed.

1.15.7. Check-boxes. May consider an options for a royalty free license. 

1.15.8. Fourth checkbox will be added. The patent holder states it will not enforce any patents.

1.15.9. Questions from the floor.

1.15.9.1. Stuart Kerry requests clarification on RAND and RAND-Z. Is it allowed to discuss the difference?

1.15.9.2. Karen believes that RAND and RAND-Z should not be discussed. It is related to terms and conditions. 

1.15.9.3. In Berlin the guidance was any statement consistent with the LOA form was acceptable. That form includes RAND or RAND-Z. 

1.15.9.4. Karen states these are small nuances. Would like to defer this to the Patent Committee. 
1.15.9.5. One of the things we struggle with is that the rules are always in a state of flux. For example LOAs submitted for 802.11g are no longer acceptable. Most members don’t understand the Patent Policy. 

1.15.9.6. Members don’t know that there is no requirement for disclosure.  Requiring a form letter for LOA could be considered coercive behavior, which is forbidden by the bylaws.

1.15.9.7. Karen states that our P&P and is in compliance with ANSI. 

1.15.9.8. However ANSI allows companies to submit licensing terms in written form. 

1.15.9.9. Stuart Kerry asks Karen to come back with a position on “legacy” LOAs. Karen says any forms that are already submitted are grandfathered in. 
1.15.9.10. Do the LOA’s that have been submitted against earlier parts of the standard apply to future amendments? 

1.15.9.11. Karen states that every new project requires new LOAs. 
1.15.9.12. So any new PAR would require every LOA be resubmitted? 

1.15.9.13. In the evaluation of proposal for a new standard, often patents are claimed to be applicable. What if any weight should the members evaluating proposals give to these assertions, without having LOAs from the patent owners. 

1.15.9.14. Karen says no discussion is allowed, so there is no way.

1.15.9.15. If a member makes an assertion of a patent, the Chair is responsible to send a letter to the party holding the patent asking for an LOA. 

1.15.9.16. What if the assertion is made against a proposal that has yet to be selected?

1.15.9.17. Karen says no immediate action is required, and members should not place any weight on the assertion.

1.15.9.18. Suggestion that the submission of LOAs be moved to much earlier than submission of finished standard to RevCom. Members don’t know how to vote because they don’t have all the information. 
1.15.9.19. Karen’s opinion is that the technology should be evaluated on the technical merits only, without consideration of IP.

1.15.9.20. If somebody stands up and says a patent is applicable to the proposal under discussion, is that a violation of policy?
1.15.9.21. No, that is disclosure, and is OK. 

1.15.9.22. So you are allowed to say it is applicable, but you are not allowed to say it is not applicable?

1.15.9.23. Karen hopes Dave Ringle can take this up in December.

1.15.9.24. Stuart Kerry notes that a patent number was given during a session. The group will pursue an LOA from the company owning the patent. TG chairs have to pass along to the WG chair.
1.15.9.25. Even though a group can submit a RAND or RAND-Z to the IEEE on a form letter, it cannot be discussed here? In Berlin it was acceptable to make statements consistent with the LOA form letter. Now it is not? 

1.15.9.26. Karen states that if it is on the form in the current format, it is acceptable. However a free-form letter must be reviewed, and may not be accepted until review. 

1.15.9.27. The IEEE does not review the contents of letters, but does reject letters with too much information – simply because they contain terms and conditions. This makes it difficult for some companies to submit LOAs. If a company wants to be forthcoming that is not acceptable.

1.15.9.28. Karen – the IEEE will not take a position on whether terms are reasonable.

1.15.9.29. There is no requirement for disclosure, and LOAs are not submitted until long after decisions are made. 
1.15.9.30. 802 suffered problem with Token Ring. TGf had IPR disclosed after the last sponsor ballot. There is no way to force anyone to disclose IPR before work is done. 
1.15.9.31. Is it acceptable to present the LOA as part of the presentation (only the official form)?
1.15.9.32. Paul Nicolich says it is acceptable if the IEEE PatCom has accepted the LOA.

1.15.9.33. But comparing to any other LOA would be out of order? 

1.15.9.34. Paul doesn’t know. Stuart asks Paul and Karen to come back with an answer on Wednesday.

1.15.9.35. What if a company wants to offer both RAND and RAND-Z, depending on who the licensing company is? Can the form handle that? 
1.15.9.36. We don’t want to swing the other way and use LOAs as a bargaining chip for considering different proposals.
1.15.9.37. Are inter-company patent swapping agreements discriminatory?
1.15.9.38. Karen says IEEE can’t get involved in determining T&Cs.

1.15.9.39. Stuart Kerry notes that the LOA letters go directly to Dave Ringle. The WG chair doesn’t receive a copy. Requests that a copy to the WG chair becomes mandatory.
1.16. Recess at 3:34pm

2. Wednesday, November 17, 2004
2.1. Opening
2.1.1. The meeting was called to order at 10:50AM by Stuart J. Kerry. The opening was delayed because of the long distance walk from the hotel.
2.1.2. There are 268 people in the room.

2.2. Review of the agenda
2.2.1. The agenda in 04-11-09930r3 is presented. 

2.2.2. Added the financial review and other items deferred from Monday. 
2.2.3. 802.21 update from A.J., WNM motions on PAR comments, ISO JC6, new document process.
2.3. Announcements

2.3.1. Correction to the agenda. It was the WIEN study group comments from 802.21 that will be reviewed.

2.3.2. Under new business, add a liaison report to/from 802.22

2.3.3. Under new business, add a discussion of SEC new position. (Emeritus)

2.3.4. Add an item for WG Technical Editor Report.

2.3.5. Social will be moved indoors

2.4. IP Policy

2.4.1. Stuart J. Kerry asks the group if they are aware of the IEEE patent policy. 

2.4.2. There are no new LOAs from any members.
2.5. Approval of the Agenda

2.5.1. The agenda is approved with Unanimous consent

2.6. Liaisons

2.6.1. 802.18 – Denis Kuahara
2.6.1.1. Report in document 04/1480r1

2.6.1.2. Involved in 802.22 on TV band sharing NPRM. 

2.6.1.3. Preparing comments on TV band sharing NPRM, and proposed rules changes.

2.6.1.4. Discussion

2.6.1.4.1. Stuart Kerry asks Denis for the procedure for when the comments go to ExCom for a vote. 

2.6.1.4.2. Stuart Kerry notes that that if the motion doesn’t come up in ExCom, there is a procedure in 802.18, where the motion can be done by email. If there is no reply or discussion, the motion is approved.

2.6.1.4.3. Request to appoint an ad-hoc group to review comments.

2.6.1.4.4. Peter Ecclesine will coordinate an ad-hoc group to bring back an official position for 802.11 on Friday.

2.6.2. 802.19 – 

2.6.2.1. Calling for volunteers – none.

2.6.3. General Announcements

2.6.3.1. Call for members receiving awards

2.6.3.1.1.1. Russ Housley – not present

2.6.3.1.1.2. Dave Nelson – not present

2.6.3.1.1.3. Doug Whiting – not present

2.6.3.1.1.4. William McFarland – present. Receives certificate for help in completing the 802.11j standard.

2.6.3.1.1.4.1. Discussion from the floor
2.6.3.1.1.4.1.1. When the awards were given for 802.11i, one person was omitted. Neils Ferguson designed the Michael Algorithm, and should be given an award.

2.6.3.1.1.4.1.2. Stuart Kerry has notified the IEEE that we missed him, and the award will be given.

2.6.3.1.1.5. Christopher Hansen – present. Receives certificate.
2.6.3.2. Stuart Kerry notes that the rogue network has been switched off

2.6.4. 802.11 to WiFi Alliance – report by Al Petrick
2.6.4.1. Document 04/1483r0
2.6.4.2. Review of active task groups, future meeting schedule, 
2.6.5. 802.11 to JEDEC JC61 – Tim Wakeley

2.6.5.1. Document –
2.6.5.2. BBRF interface has been published.

2.6.5.3. Completed requirements for interoperability MRD

2.6.5.4. Working on clock extension

2.6.5.5. Working on FCC NPRM on Partitioned modules.
2.6.6. 802.11 from IETF – Dorothy Stanley
2.6.6.1. Document 04/1464
2.6.6.2. One EAP document we have been requested to review. We are reviewing at this meeting. 
2.6.6.3. A new request for 802.11 to review 802.11 EAP Keying requirements. Will be discussed in TGr.

2.6.6.4. CAPWAP has been rechartered. Taxonomy is near complete. Next steps are protocol evaluation/selection document.

2.6.6.5. An internet draft has been created on the topic of benchmarking 802.11 LANs. The 802.11 position is this work should be done in 802.11. There will be ongoing dialog.
2.6.6.6. There has been an IETF submission on Mobile IPv6 regarding fast handoff.
2.6.6.7. Discussion
2.6.6.7.1. The network selection draft from the IETF has been reviewed by the WIEN study group. The WIEN group has prepared a liaison document, which will be brought forward Friday. 
2.6.6.7.2. The report is authorized by the group.

2.6.7. 802.11 to MMAC – Inoue-san
2.6.7.1. Document – 1453r0
2.6.7.2. MMAC has continuing maintenance of ARIB STD-T71 to keep it aligned with 802.11, and new 5GHz spectrum allocations in Japan.
2.7. Old Business
2.7.1. 802.11 and 802.15 Joint Treasury

2.7.1.1. Al Petrick presents Document 1481r2

2.7.1.2. May Meeting report. $82K income
2.7.1.3. September meeting – projected $71K Aus Surplus.

2.7.1.4. Treasury had $45K balance in August 2004.
2.7.1.5. November balance is $82K

2.7.2. Publicity Activity Review
2.7.2.1. Stuart Kerry calls for volunteers for Publicly Committee?

2.7.2.1.1. Nanci Vogtli volunteers. Nancy is appointed as the Publicity Chair by acclamation.

2.7.2.2. Report in 04/1482r2.

2.7.2.3. Had updates from industry alliances, press coverage.

2.7.2.4. Discussed event calendar. Greg Rasor (802.15 joint treasurer) will create event tracking spreadsheet. 
2.7.2.5. Will work to maintain web site updates and keep them current.  We will have updates per the scheduled dates of the CAC.
2.7.2.6. Press release for 802.11j is being prepared. Will vote on Friday.

2.7.2.7. Discussed pre-standard device announcements. IEEE will develop guidelines. 04/1461 is a work in progress, open for comments and review.
2.7.3. Tutorial Slots
2.7.3.1. Stuart asks the group’s opinion about running 802.11 sessions at the same time as tutorials. 
2.7.3.2. The IEEE 802 position is to discourage having official WG sessions during tutorials. 

2.7.3.3. Harry Worstell believes that Tutorials are important, and some may want to attend them. But we have business we have to conduct, and we don’t have as much time in plenary sessions anyway. Suggests we add one or two interim meetings per year.
2.7.3.4. Al Petrick agrees with Harry
2.7.3.5. Discussion from the Floor:

2.7.3.5.1. Suggest that we suggest that the Tutorials scheduled so the ones of interest for wireless are all on Monday, so we don’t have to give up two nights.
2.7.3.5.2. Stuart Kerry agrees that that could be done.
2.7.3.5.3. Understand that we have work to done, but rather than another interim, we could get rid of the social.

2.7.3.5.4. Recognizes the need for setting aside Thursday. Because 802 is so large, the validity of having a social should be reconsidered. Suggests that we should still attend the 802 plenary to keep appraised of other WG activities. Approves of not having a joint wireless session at plenary meetings. Supports having one evening for Tutorials.
2.7.3.5.5. Do you mean removing Plenary social, or Interim social? Just the Plenary social. Many do not show up, and many leave quickly for private dinners.
2.7.3.5.6. There are 1600 registered at this meeting.
2.7.3.5.7. Agree to eliminate the Wednesday social. Also suggest that the Tutorials be held Monday AM, since most people don’t go to ExCom.

2.7.3.5.8. Supports clearing one night for tutorials. Suggests moving ExCom to Sunday. Suggests “meet and greet” time could be during the new members orientation.

2.7.3.5.9. Stuart notes that the leadership and membership need some rest time during the week to think and consider.
2.7.3.6. Straw Poll: That the IEEE 802 limit the Tutorials of interest to 802.11 to one evening meeting on Monday, noting that 802.11 will keep that evening slot open.
2.7.3.6.1. YES:  171         NO: 47      
2.7.3.6.2. Discussion

2.7.3.6.2.1. This would mean we lose working on Monday? Yes.
2.7.3.7. Straw Poll: That the IEEE 802 remove the 802 plenary session “social event” on Wednesday evening.
2.7.3.7.1. YES: 109              NO: 92
2.7.3.7.1.1. Suggests straw poll on whether we want more interim meetings. Stuart suggest that be done on the reflector.
2.7.3.7.1.2. Suggests that tutorials be moved to Thursday evenings. 

2.7.3.8. Straw Poll: That the IEEE 802 create a Thursday evening Tutorial meeting in lieu of a Monday or Tuesday evening event. 
2.7.3.8.1. YES:  125             NO: 25
2.7.4. CAC Secretaries focus
2.7.4.1. Document has been created and is being reviewed by the CAC. Harry will provide to CAC members.

2.7.4.2. We will make them available to all secretaries when reviewed.

2.7.5. Bonneville Tiger Team
2.7.5.1. Al Petrick reports that this will be moved to the Thursday evening CAC meeting, and reported on Friday

2.7.6. 802.11v Chair Volunteers (Network Management SG)

2.7.6.1. None.

2.7.7. WIEN SG Motions on PAR
2.7.7.1. Stephen McCann presents the 802.11u PAR Title. The change is proposed to change the title to “802.11 Interworking with external networks”.
2.7.7.2. Only removing the word “wireless” – an editorial change.

2.7.7.3. Update wording regarding overlap with 802.21 scope, to include “ongoing formal coordination”.
2.7.7.4. Coordination will have to be documented formally.
2.7.7.5. Discussion

2.7.7.5.1. Stuart asks Stephen if he believes this is editorial? Yes.
2.7.7.5.2. How long will the WIEN SG exist? Only until Friday.

2.7.7.5.3. Suggest that the wording include the TG following the SG.

2.7.7.5.4. Stuart suggests changes to wording to include subsequent Task Group.

2.7.7.5.5. Stephen agrees to the change
2.7.7.5.6. There is no objection to the change from anyone present

2.7.7.6. Motion: Move to approve the PAR document IEEE 802.11-04/506r11, and 5 Criteria document IEEE 802.11-04/507r4 for the WIEN Study Group, and forward to ExCom for approval
2.7.7.6.1. Moved Stephen McCann

2.7.7.6.2. Second Sheung Li

2.7.7.6.3. Discussion

2.7.7.6.3.1. Amend document number to r11 due to changes. No objection.
2.7.7.6.4. Motion ID 504

2.7.7.6.5. Vote:  106   :   1   :   5
2.7.8. WG Editor Update
2.7.8.1.1. Update on ISO documents. 2003 has not been approved
2.7.9. ISO JTC1/SC6 Overview
2.7.9.1. Document  - 
2.7.9.2. There was an ISO meeting in Orlando last week. 

2.7.9.3. IEEE 802 standards are submitted for international accreditation to ISO.

2.7.9.4. China has submitted an alternative security mechanism  (WAPI) they want to have added to the ISO version of 802.11i.

2.7.9.5. Normally IEEE 802 standards are submitted through the UK National Body and submitted to WG1. 

2.7.9.6. Issue is how to move a work item from ISO WG1 back into 802.11 for collaboration. There is no existing process. 

2.7.9.7. Discussion

2.7.9.7.1. Could we create a chairs ad-hoc committee to draft a response to SC6? 

2.7.9.7.2. Stuart notes that Al Petrick, Bruce Kraemer, Dorothy Stanley, and Jesse Walker have been working on this. Stuart will form Chairs Ad Hoc group. Jesse Walker will be the chair and coordinate. Al Petrick is officially appointed to the team. Volunteers should see Jesse Walker.

2.7.9.7.3. Ho-In Jeon has officially appointed as the liaison form JTC6 to 802.11. He is appointed to the Ad Hoc as well.

2.7.10. Document Templates – Darwin Engwer
2.7.10.1. Harry Worstell and Darwin have worked together to develop new templates. 

2.7.10.2. There are detailed instructions in the templates. 
2.7.10.3. There is a patent notice on the title page of all documents

2.7.10.4. The format supports multiple authors, abstract, and references. 

2.7.10.5. These templates will be required as of the end of this session. Even for revisions of document that have been presented before, they will have to be re-formatted.
2.7.10.6. Task Group chairs will have to enforce this.

2.7.10.7. Darwin explains how to use the templates to the members.

2.7.10.8. These templates will be on the website be tonight. See Darwin and Harry Worstell with any questions.

2.7.10.9. The group thanks Harry and Darwin for their hard work

2.7.11. Remaining agenda items are moved to Friday

2.7.12. Announcements
2.7.12.1. The social will be in the Hyatt tonight

2.8. Recess at 12:40

3. Friday, November 19, 2004
3.1. Opening

3.1.1. The meeting is called to order at 8:00AM by Stuart J. Kerry

3.2. Agenda Review

3.2.1. Stuart reads the agenda for this session from document 04/993r3.
3.2.2. There are 143 people in the room.

3.2.3. A motion from Peter Ecclesine is deleted.

3.2.4. Any further agenda changes? None

3.2.5. The agenda is approved with Unanimous consent.

3.3. Announcements

3.3.1. The CAC schedule is in the agenda. Minutes and reports are due November 22nd. Next session Graphic will be Nov 24th.

3.4. IEEE SA LOA

3.4.1. Is everyone aware of the patent policy? Yes

3.4.2. Any objections or dissent? None

3.5. Reports from TG, SG, SC
3.5.1. TGe – John Fakatselis
3.5.1.1. Document 04-1216

3.5.1.2. Resolved 52 comments, will move to sponsor recirculation. 
3.5.1.3. Next meeting, finalize the draft, and submit to RevCom.

3.5.2. TGk – Richard Paine
3.5.2.1. Report in document 04-1520
3.5.2.2. Continued comment resolution on LB71
3.5.2.3. Had 26 presentations, 3 new presentations, approved 180 comments from teleconferences, 204 comments from ad-hoc, and 71 here.
3.5.2.4. Will conduct next LB in January.

3.5.2.5. Teleconferences will continue on Wednesday
3.5.2.6. Discussion

3.5.2.6.1. Do you expect LB after January? At the Monterey meeting.

3.5.3. TGm – Bob O’Hara

3.5.3.1. Report in document 04-1435
3.5.3.2. Processed interpretation request, response in 04-1454r0, which was approved by TGm. 

3.5.3.3. 73% of work items were completed.
3.5.3.4. 802.11ma-d0.4 is current working draft of revision standard.

3.5.3.5. In January, will continue with work items, working toward 802.11 revision for LB in March.
3.5.4. TGn – Bruce Kraemer

3.5.4.1. Report in document in 04-1512
3.5.4.2. Had presentations and low hurdle vote.

3.5.4.3. MitMot 47.4%.  TGnsync 73.7%, WWise 64.7%, Qualcomm 58.6%.

3.5.4.4. There were 266 votes, with one invalid ballot. The invalid ballot was not counted.
3.5.4.5. Will continue Q&A on proposals, and conduct down-select vote in January.
3.5.4.6. The Task Group will conduct an election for vice-chair.

3.5.4.7. Discussion
3.5.4.7.1. The low hurdle vote was a roll call? Yes, it was paper ballot, but members names were recorded and will be published.

3.5.4.7.2. The results will be in the members private area? Yes? The LMSC P&P require that roll call votes are part of the minutes and public.

3.5.4.7.3. There were problems with the PDF of results. Stuart notes it was tested to open with all standard and professional versions.

3.5.4.7.4. Stuart calls for volunteers for TGn vice chair to see Stuart Kerry or Bruce Kraemer

3.5.5. TGr – Clint Chaplin

3.5.5.1. Presentation in 04/1518
3.5.5.2. Had 8 proposals, modified down-select process

3.5.5.3. Will have motion to forward letter to IETF
3.5.6. TGs – Donald Eastlake
3.5.6.1. Report in 04/1504r2

3.5.6.2. Working on CFP,

3.5.6.3. In January will complete CFP

3.5.7. TGT – Charles Wright

3.5.7.1. Document 04/1389

3.5.7.2. Heard presentations, and discussed framework, measures, methodologies.
3.5.7.3. Will continue weekly teleconferences, starting December 2nd on Thursdays.
3.5.8. ADS SG – Jesse Walker
3.5.8.1. Report in document 04/1515

3.5.8.2. Appointed Jon Edney as editor for PAR and 5C.

3.5.8.3. Worked on PAR at this meeting in document 04/1214r2

3.5.8.4. Will continue in January working on PAR and 5C, and will have presentations.

3.5.8.5. Stuart notes that the WG reflectors should be used for discussion of the SG PAR and 5C.
3.5.9. APF SG – Dorothy Stanley
3.5.9.1. Document 04/1516

3.5.9.2. Continued definition of AP functions in document 04/1225.

3.5.9.3. 802.1d may have a new work item to extend 802.1d port types.

3.5.9.4. In January, will continue to work on text for submission to TGm.
3.5.9.5. Thanks to Sandy Turner for serving as Secretary

3.5.10. WNG SC – report by Harry Worstell

3.5.10.1. Document 04/1424
3.5.10.2. Had presentations in one session this week.

3.5.10.3. Objectives for January: updates from MMAC and other regulatory
3.5.11. TGp – Lee Armstrong

3.5.11.1. document 04/1519
3.5.11.2. Reviewed 802.11p draft, restructured. 

3.5.11.3. Had proposal for managing packet queuing, to be reviewed ongoing before next meeting.

3.5.11.4. An Ad Hoc SG will investigate and report back in January.
3.5.11.5. Stuart notes that the next meeting objectives are not in the report. Lee will release a revised report by Monday.
3.5.12. Side Discussions

3.5.12.1. Jon Rosdahl notes that his problem with Acrobat was the use of version 4.0. The versions 5.0 or 6.0 will work OK.

3.5.12.2. The awards for Doug Whiting, Russ Housley are given to Jesse Walker. 
3.5.13. WIEN SG – Stephen McCann
3.5.13.1. Document 04/1514

3.5.13.2. Had presentations from SSCAN forum and 3GPP2, and other technical presentations.

3.5.13.3. Processed comments on PAR and 5C from 802.21.

3.5.13.4. Produced liaison letter to IETF on “netsel-problem” document.
3.5.13.5. In January, will discuss open issues, and working on initial requirements and selection criteria documents.

3.5.13.6. The minutes will be 04/1523
3.5.14. WNM SG – Harry Worstell
3.5.14.1. Document 

3.5.14.2. Had 4 hours of SG meeting, reviewed LB72, that passed with approval of 86%. Considered about 50 “no” comments. 

3.5.14.3. WNM will liaison with ADS SG to have ADS SG extend their PAR to cover security requirements of WNM. 

3.5.14.4. Discussion
3.5.14.4.1. Move to withdraw WNM PAR and 5C

3.5.14.4.2. Stuart notes that motion is out of order.

3.5.14.4.3. What was the WNM SG reception to the presentations asking for changes to the PAR? The PAR has passed the WG LB, and moved to ExCom . The WG no longer owns the PAR.

3.5.15. ANA Report – Duncan Kitchin
3.5.15.1. Not Present at the meeting.

3.5.16. WG Editor – Terry Cole 

3.5.16.1. Was done Wednesday

3.5.17. CAC Bonneville Team – Al Petrick
3.5.17.1. This is not the final report.

3.5.17.2. There was discussion of the 4 hour rule.

3.5.17.3. The chair directs Al Petrick to have the final closing resolution at the January meeting.

3.6. Liaisons
3.6.1. Looking for volunteers to liaison to 802.22

3.6.2. Nominating Peter Ecclesine

3.6.3. No other nominations.

3.6.4. Peter Ecclesine is accepted as the liaison by acclamation.

3.7. ExCom New Positions

3.7.1. Jon Rosdahl states his concern regarding the new position on the ExCom for “member emeritus”. Feels that at some point members should retire and allow new members to come in. Without regard to who would be considered for such a position, would like to direct the WG chair to vote no on that position. 
3.7.2. The motion will be brought in new business.
3.7.3. Discussion

3.7.3.1. Stuart notes that it is unclear what the period of time is for this position.

3.8. 802 Architecture Group
3.8.1. Stuart requests volunteers to assist the WG by attending the 802.1 meeting chaired by Tony Jeffree. 
3.8.1.1. Roger Durand

3.8.1.2. Andrew Myles is tentative
3.9. Documentation Update
3.9.1. There were concerns over templates presented in Wednesday plenary session. 
3.9.2. The text on the cover page has been in use by 802.15 and 802.16 for several years. It states our policy, and gives the IEEE a license to use the material in the IEEE process. It does not transfer any IP rights. 

3.9.3. Stuart Kerry encourages any member to have their IP counsel review it. 

3.9.4. These templates will not be mandatory until January 1, 2005. Members are encouraged to start using the new templates as soon as possible.

3.9.5. If anyone does have questions, there is no opportunity to discuss before the next meeting. Stuart notes that any issues should be addressed directly to the chair, or use the reflector.
3.9.6. The templates will be posted shortly after this meeting out our server.
3.9.7. Stuart notes that the only difference from 802.15 or 802.16 is the URL reference on our is directly to the IEEE.
3.9.8. We had requests to enlarge the document number. This requires a minor P&P change, but will increase the point size to about 18. 
3.9.9. We are changing the dates to the international standard YYYY-MM-DD

3.9.10. Stuart notes that we are adhering to the international policy of IEEE.
3.9.11. Discussion
3.9.11.1. Do we really need the addresses of the authors? Stuart suggests we try it.

3.9.11.2. The author area is actually a table. It is expandable. You can add rows. Keying TAB at the end of the table will create a new row.

3.9.12. We were directed to add a search engine to the software for documents. We are looking at how to adopt or incorporate two packages into our software. 
3.9.12.1. Stuart Kerry notes that we are not in the timeframe of the motion that was passed, but we will work as fast as possible.

3.9.12.2. Stuart cannot provide a revised schedule. It is a financial constraint based on the joint treasury.

3.9.13. Our document template has been reviewed by 802.15 and 802.16.
3.10. WG Updates
3.10.1. 802.18

3.10.1.1. On the 802.18 SG1 in response to the NPRM for using unlicensed devices in the TV bands. There was a motion to remove discriminatory language against personal portable devices. 

3.10.1.2. Documents will be on the 802.18 SNAP server.

3.10.1.3. Stuart notes that 802.18 has a 5 day email ballot by exception (default passes).

3.10.1.4. Stuart notes that the document must be posted to the 802.11 Email reflector for our members comments.

3.10.2. 802.19 – Steve Shellhammer
3.10.2.1. Working on coexistence methodology for coexistence assurance document.
3.10.2.2. IEEE 1073/1074 Wireless Applications for Medical devices. There will be an email to our reflector.

3.10.2.3. Liaison to from 802.11 and 802.19. Volunteers? None.

3.11. Old Business

3.11.1. TGe Motions – John Fakatselis

3.11.1.1. Believing that sponsor ballot comment responses in 11-04/1394R4 and the document mentioned below satisfy IEEE-SA rules for sponsor ballot recirculation, Authorize a SB recirculation of 802.11e draft 12.0 to conclude no later than 01/01/2005.
3.11.1.1.1. Moved John Fakatselis on behalf of TGe
3.11.1.1.2. Discussion

3.11.1.1.2.1. In the CAC john has said the documents will be available by the 3rd of December. Srini says this is achievable.

3.11.1.1.2.2. Can we update the draft template? Since we haven’t actually produced the draft yet? Stuart suggests attending the CAC meeting on Sunday in January to help re-word.

3.11.1.1.2.3. Believes TGe has compromised the quality of the document. There were technical comments received that were rejected because they are not on text that was changed. Requests TGe fix the problems before recirculating. Against the motion.
3.11.1.1.2.4. The task group reviewed the comments, and they were not on changed portions of the draft. They changes did nothing to improve the interoperability or readability. The group reviewed in detail, and has agreement from the WG chair on how to resolve this issue.

3.11.1.1.2.5. Has document 04/1394r4 been produced? Yes, the comments resolutions have been on the server.
3.11.1.1.2.6. Srini Kandala states that 1394r4 was on the server yesterday. The draft is not ready.

3.11.1.1.2.7. Anyone who is not happy with having a draft ready can vote against it in the motion or sponsor ballot.
3.11.1.1.2.8. There are several comments that were outside the rules of acceptance because they don’t comply with the rules for sponsor recirculation ballots. We are following the rules. However, we will re-examine them at a future time. The TG desires to address them at the proper time.
3.11.1.1.3. Call the question – John Fakatselis / John K

3.11.1.1.3.1. Vote on calling the question: passes 68 : 15 :17
3.11.1.1.4. Motion ID 505

3.11.1.1.5. Vote on the main motion: Passes 74: 11 : 19
3.11.2. TGm Motions – Bob O’Hara

3.11.2.1. Moved: to adopt document 11-04/1454r0 as the response to the interpretation request.

3.11.2.1.1. Moved Bob O’Hara on behalf of TGm

3.11.2.1.2. Approved with Unanimous consent

3.11.3. TGr Motions 
3.11.3.1. Move to request Stuart J. Kerry, Chair of IEEE 802.11 to send the letter in 04/160r7 to Harald Alvestrand IETF Chair, with a copy to the IESG, Requesting publication of the EAP Method Requirements for Wireless LANs as an IETF Informational RFC, including the one sentence change indicated in r7
3.11.3.1.1. Moved Clint Chaplin on behalf of TGr
3.11.3.1.2. The motion is approved by Unanimous consent
3.11.4. Publicity Motions
3.11.4.1. Move that the 802.11WG forward IEEE 802.11j press release document 04-1487-01-0000 to ExCom for approval and forward to IEEE for media publication.
3.11.4.1.1. Moved Al Petrick

3.11.4.1.2. Second Inoue-san

3.11.4.1.3. Motion approved by Unanimous consent

3.11.5. ADS SG Motions

3.11.5.1. Move to request the IEEE 802.11 Working Group to extend the ADS Study Group through the March 2005 meeting and forward to the Executive Committee for Approval..
3.11.5.1.1. Moved Jesse Walker on behalf of ADS SG

3.11.5.1.2. Motion approved by Unanimous consent

3.11.6. WIEN SG Motions
3.11.6.1. Move to request the IEEE 802.11 Working Group to extend the WIEN Study Group through the March 2005 meeting and forward to the Executive Committee for Approval.
3.11.6.1.1. Moved Stephen McCann on behalf of WIEN SG

3.11.6.1.2. Motion approved by Unanimous consent

3.11.6.2. Move to request the IEEE 802.11 Working Group to approve document 11-04-1501r0 and request the IEEE 802.11 Working Group chair to forward  it to the IETF.
3.11.6.2.1. Moved Stephen McCann on behalf of WIEN SG

3.11.6.2.2. Motion approved by Unanimous consent

3.11.7. WNM Motions
3.11.7.1. Move to request the IEEE 802.11 Working Group to extend the WNM Study Group through the March 2005 meeting and forward to the Executive Committee for Approval.
3.11.7.1.1. Moved Harry Worstell

3.11.7.1.2. Second Al Petrick

3.11.7.1.3. Motion approved by Unanimous consent

3.11.8. Motions from the Floor
3.11.8.1. Move to withdraw the network management PAR document 04-0537-08 and 5 Criteria document 04-0684-01 from the Executive Committee’s consideration and agenda

3.11.8.1.1. Moved Roger Durand
3.11.8.1.2. Second Chris Hansen
3.11.8.1.3. Discussion

3.11.8.1.3.1. Speaks against the motion – the body has already decided to approve this PAR.

3.11.8.1.3.2. Concern that this PAR too vague. It could be hijacked for a different purpose. The purpose is to create a MIB, but the AP functions are just being defined now. The SG is working on fixing the PAR. It has not yet been received by ExCom. Suggest now is the time to withdraw before ExCom approval.
3.11.8.1.3.3. This PAR and 5C have received overwhelming support in the letter ballot. It has been before all of 802 for more than 30 days. The ExCom is will known for requiring that scope and purpose are well defined.
3.11.8.1.3.4. A narrow PAR is important to keep the progress of the TG on track. Supports the motion. The PAR should be correct before proceeding to as Task Group.
3.11.8.1.3.5. Against the motion – this PAR is representative of what is needed to treat 802.11 as a system. This PAR was approved by a duly constituted letter ballot. This work will allow technologies from outside 802.11 to help it.
3.11.8.1.3.6. For the motion. This is a serious concern, and wants to see the PAR tightened. 
3.11.8.1.4. Call the question ( Ed Reuss, Bob O’Hara)

3.11.8.1.4.1. Point of Order: What is the percent? Calling the question is 2/3. Revoking the PAR is 75%.

3.11.8.1.4.2. The question is called with Unanimous consent

3.11.8.1.5. Motion ID 506

3.11.8.1.6. Vote on the main motion: Fails 36 : 36 : 40
3.11.8.1.7. Stuart notes that it is the duty of members to read the documents before voting on them, and admonishes any members that don’t.
3.11.8.1.8. Discussion

3.11.8.1.8.1. Will this vote information be presented to ExCom? Yes.

3.11.8.1.8.2. Is it true that members can abstain from a ballot and maintain rights? Yes, the chair notes that members can abstain from a ballot due to lack of technical expertise and maintain their voting rights.

3.11.8.1.8.3. LB72 was not clear on whether comments were acceptable. 
3.11.8.1.8.4. Stuart states that comment processing depends on the motion in the letter ballot.
3.11.8.1.8.5. Please clarify the rule for abstaining. Are there limits on number of consecutive abstains? Stuart advises against it, but it is up to the members conscience.
3.11.8.2. Move to direct the 802.11 WG Chair to vote NO on the question of creating an Emeritus Position in the 802 SEC
3.11.8.2.1. Moved Jon Rosdahl

3.11.8.2.2. Second Srini Kandala
3.11.8.2.3. Discussion

3.11.8.2.3.1. This is to remove Stuart from the pressures of the case at hand, but representing the group in his position. 

3.11.8.2.3.2. Is this a voting position on ExCom? No. There are currently members of ExCom that are not accountable to anyone in 802.
3.11.8.2.3.3. Against the motion. Was at the ExCom. They have not actually defined the title and duties of this position yet. Stuart will not be able to act if our motion is too constrained. 
3.11.8.2.3.4. In favor – calling this emeritus will cause endless confusion. Paul said this would be a non-voting position. We should direct Stuart to vote against it as long as the name has emeritus in it.
3.11.8.2.3.5. Hoping the chair will see the sentiment of the group. Concern is that SEC wants to put more people on the board. It is created as an advisor, and not accountable to the rest of 802. Needs to have a clear and distinct definition. It is clear that the plan is to get it through without clear definition. Against that approach, and supports this motion.
3.11.8.2.3.6. Suggests changing the motion to say “additional SEC positions until specifically directed by the WG.
3.11.8.2.3.7. Straw Poll on the suggested change: 

3.11.8.2.4. Motion to amend as stated, approved with Unanimous consent.

3.11.8.2.5. Motion as amended: Move to direct the 802.11 WG Chair to vote NO on the question of creating any new position at the 802 SEC until directed otherwise by the WG.
3.11.8.2.6. Discussion

3.11.8.2.6.1. This could be too restrictive as it includes new WG or TAG positions, and doesn’t fulfill the intent.
3.11.8.2.6.2. The work of 802 is broadening at a rapid pace. The current 802.SEC cannot meet the requirements. The objective is to help the SEC deal with the Chinese issues at ISO. 
3.11.8.2.6.3. Stuart notes that there could be an acclamation of the 802.22 chair. He will interpret this motion as not including new WG chairs such as 802.22.
3.11.8.2.6.4. This would be a non-voting position, and only one previous ExCom member would be allowed to hold the position.
3.11.8.2.6.5. Recalled that the addition of an SEC vice chair was done without notification of 802 members. Wanted to create simple motion to give Stuart simple direction. Cannot move to amend or revert., but preferred the original motion.
3.11.8.2.6.6. The issue is on the specific name of the position. Suggests we vote against any position that isn’t even clearly named. Doesn’t feel any emeritus position would have he best interests of 802 in mind. 
3.11.8.2.6.7. Would prefer to see any new positions for SEC be voted upon in the 802 plenary sessions. In favor
3.11.8.2.6.8. The motivation of this is due to the lack of accountability in the SEC. The WG doesn’t understand why there are ISO standards in addition to IEEE. This motion is designed to increase the accountability of SEC to the WG members.

3.11.8.2.7. Move to amend to: Move to direct the 802.11 WG Chair to vote according to the majority opinion expressed during the WG discussion of the creation of the “emeritus” position.
3.11.8.2.7.1. Moved Dave Bagby

3.11.8.2.7.2. Second Bruce Kraemer

3.11.8.2.7.3. Discussion

3.11.8.2.7.3.1. In favor – this does not tie Stuarts hands. This is a good compromise.
3.11.8.2.7.3.2. This makes the motion meaningless. What is the majority opinion? We don’t know. 
3.11.8.2.7.3.3. The intent is clear. 

3.11.8.2.7.3.4. Against – we need to be clear what our position is. Can’t vote for this until we know the position is. 

3.11.8.2.7.3.5. The LMSC rules set the membership of the SEC. The membership cannot be changed by a vote within the SEC. So this debate is moot.

3.11.8.2.7.3.6. Wants to point out that the purpose is to alleviate the chair from being in a difficult circumstance due to personal relationships on the SEC.  This motion doesn’t give him the strength of the WG membership.
3.11.8.2.7.4. Call the question ( Mike M / Jim Z) No objections.
3.11.8.2.7.5. Vote on the motion to amend: fails 1 : 58 : 38
3.11.8.2.8. Motion on the floor: Move to direct the 802.11 WG Chair to vote NO on the question of creating any new position at the 802 SEC until directed otherwise by the WG.

3.11.8.2.8.1. Discussion
3.11.8.2.8.1.1. Email from Paul Nicolich for the actual motion to be brought this afternoon: To approve the creation of EC member emeritus position with the following conditions. Years of experience, non voting, single position, expires at ExCom election. Planning to nominate Geoff Thomson. 

3.11.8.2.8.1.2. When will the ExCom elections be? In March 2006. 

3.11.8.2.8.1.3. Could that motion be amended in ExCom? Yes. 

3.11.8.2.8.1.4. In favor – we need to have this group affirm new positions.

3.11.8.2.8.1.5. Against  the intent. The ExCom is trying to do the right thing. This doesn’t change the power. Designed to help 802  on the international stage. ISO is the only international standards organization. In the international community, titles are more important. 
3.11.8.2.8.2. Call the question ( Donald E/ Jim Z) no objection

3.11.8.2.8.3. Motion ID 507

3.11.8.2.8.4. Vote on the motion: Passes 49 : 21 : 24  (50% required).

3.11.8.2.8.5. Discussion

3.11.8.2.8.5.1. Does this motion conform for 802 P&P for a WG chair taking a  WG directed position? Or is the result of this simply asking the chair to vote no? 
3.11.8.2.8.5.2. Al Petrick takes the chair

3.11.8.2.8.5.3. The chairs believe that it is true that the WG can direct the WG chair to vote on this per our P&P. 

3.11.8.2.8.5.4. Is the result sufficient for Stuart to state this as a WG directed position. Requests seeing the 802 P&P regarding directed positions.

3.11.8.2.8.5.5. Stuart Kerry reads from LMSC rules section 9.3: 
 PROCEDURE FOR ESTABLISHING A DIRECTED POSITION (Formerly “Procedure 9”) Members of the LMSC Executive Committee have a responsibility to act in the best interest of the LMSC as a whole. Working Group Chairs have a responsibility to represent their Working Group on the Executive Committee. At times these responsibilities are in conflict with each other.
Decisions of a Working Group may be of such a nature that the Working Group members deem it necessary to “Direct” the Working Group Chair to vote a specific way on Executive Committee motions related to a Working Group decision. When directed, through the process described below, the Working Group Chair shall vote as mandated by the Working Group resolution for the specified subject on any formal vote(s) in the Executive Committee. It would be anticipated that the use of a directed (i.e., instructed) vote is an exceptional situation and hence used infrequently, e.g., critical PAR votes, formation of new Working Groups and Study Groups. Working Group developed positions are not to be considered as automatic "Directed Positions." After a Working Group motion has been passed that establishes the Working Group’s position, a separate Directed Position (75% required to pass per subclause 7.2.4.2 Voting) motion is required to make that Working Group Position a Directed Position. A Directed Position motion applies only to a specific, bounded, Working Group issue that is to be brought before the Executive Committee. Directed Position motions may not be combined, nor may any procedure be adopted that diminishes the extraordinary nature of establishing a “Directed Position.” The Working Group Chair, however, has the freedom to express other views in an attempt to persuade members of the Executive Committee to consider them, however, such views shall be identified as distinct from and not the formal Working Group Directed Position. The Working Group Chair is required to disclose to the Working Group his/her intent to offer a position contrary to a Directed Position. When presenting a Directed Position to the Executive Committee, the Working Group Chair is obligated to present and support the Working Group’s Directed Position Motion with voting results, along with pros and cons behind the motion.
3.11.8.2.8.5.5.1. Source: LMSC POLICIES AND PROCEDURES REVISED JULY 16, 2004 PAGE 30 OF 41
FILE: LMSC_P&P_JULY_2004_R1.DOC
3.11.8.2.8.5.6. The question is did the vote meet the requirement  for a directed position? It was not 75%. The motion did pass, but it was not a working group directed position.

3.11.8.2.8.5.7. Stuart Kerry takes the chair

3.11.8.2.9. Announcements

3.11.8.2.9.1.  802.18 letter will be on the 802.11 reflector this afternoon.
3.11.8.3. Stuart asks if the generic motions can be brought forward on the agenda?

3.11.8.3.1. No Objections.

3.11.9. Discussion
3.11.9.1. How do members get on the reflectors? Stuart states that Harry will send out an email to the WG with instructions for reflectors, voting status, etc. You have to request to be added.

3.11.9.2. Harry asks the membership to ask him to be on reflectors, and which reflectors they are interested. It used to be automatic, but there were problems.

3.11.9.3. Stuart notes that the default will be membership on the WG generic reflector
3.11.9.4. How can TG chairs help those who are not on the reflector? Contact Harry Worstell or Stuart Kerry directly.

3.11.9.5. Once members are on one reflector can they add others? No, only remove others.
3.11.9.6. Requests that when a new member request being put on the reflector be put on all reflectors then they can remove themselves.
3.11.9.7. Al Petrick takes the chair

3.11.10. Generic Motions
3.11.10.1. Move to empower the IEEE 802.11 Working Group, Task Groups, Study Groups, Ad Hoc’s and Standing Committees to hold an interim meeting beginning January 16-21, 2005 to conduct business as required.
3.11.10.1.1. Moved Harry Worstell
3.11.10.1.2. Second Clint Chaplin

3.11.10.1.3. Approved by Unanimous consent

3.11.10.2. Move to empower the following TGs/SGs/Ad Hoc to hold teleconference calls beginning no sooner than November 20, 2004 through 15 days past the end of the January 2005 Interim Session.
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Dec 15-2004, Jan 12-2005,
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Task Group E
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3.11.10.2.1. Moved Mike M

3.11.10.2.2. Second Guido Hiertz

3.11.10.2.3. Approved by Unanimous consent

3.11.10.3. Move to empower the following TGs/SGs/Ad Hoc to hold Ad Hoc meetings:
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Feb 8-11, 2005
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Seattle, Wa
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Feb 21,2005
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3.11.10.3.1. Moved Richard Paine
3.11.10.3.2. Second Lee Armstrong

3.11.10.3.3. Vote: passes 68 : 4 : 2
3.11.10.3.4. Stuart Kerry takes the chair
3.12. New Business
3.12.1. None

3.13.  Next Meeting
3.13.1. Jan 16-21, 2005, Monterey, California.

3.13.1.1. Registration will be open next week.

3.14. Closing
3.14.1. Discussion
3.14.1.1. Request the chair review subscriptions that are cancelled. Some addresses have been bouncing. We are trying to work with the IEEE. 

3.14.1.2. Need to have notification if the email address is cancelled. Any bounce should go to Harry.

3.14.1.3. Would it be possible to have a straw poll on locations? 

3.14.1.4. Straw Poll – who likes San Antonio and wants to come back?  About 70% like it, 30% dislike it.

3.14.1.5. General agreement that San Antonio is better than DFW airport. Should have all meetings in Convention Center, and not walking between.
3.14.1.6. USA today lists WiFi as #2 to be thankful for.

3.14.1.7. The chair doesn’t have the right to limit debate. 
3.15. The meeting is adjourned at 11:10am

























































































































































































































































Minutes
page 1
Tim Godfrey, Conexant

