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 Opening Plenary: July 18, 2005

1.1. Introduction

1.1.1. Meeting called to order by Stuart J. Kerry at 13:30.

1.1.2. The agenda of the 92nd session of 802.11 is in doc: IEEE 11-05-0452r2. 

1.1.2.1. .

1.1.3. Secretary – Tim Godfrey 

1.1.4. Officers and Chairs of 802.11:
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IEEE 802.11 WG Chair

Fax:+1 (408) 474-5343 

WG Vice-Chair / Treasurer

Policies & Treasury

WG Vice-Chair

Attendance, Ballots, Documentation & Voting

WG Secretary

Minutes & Reports

WG Technical Editor

Standard & Amendment(s) Coordination

Publicity Chair (P SC)

Communications

Teik-Kheong "TK" Tan

WNG SC Chair

+1 (408) 474-5193

tktan@ieee.org

John Fakatselis 

TGe Chair

+1 (321) 327-6710 

john.fakatselis@conexant.com

Duncan Kitchin 

TGe Vice-Chair

+1 (503) 264-2727 

duncan.kitchin@intel.com 

Richard H. Paine

TGk Chair

+1 (206) 854-8199

richard.h.paine@boeing.com 

TGm Chair

Assigned Numbers Authority

Bruce P. Kraemer 

TGn Chair

+1 (321) 327-6704

bruce.kraemer@conexant.com

Sheung Li

TGn Vice-Chair

+1 (408) 773-5295

sheung@atheros.com

Lee Armstrong 

TGp Chair

+1 (617) 244-9203 

LRA@tiac.net 

Clint Chaplin

TGr Chair

+1 (408) 528-2766

cchaplin@sj.symbol.com
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+1 (508) 786-7554

donald.eastlake@motorola.com

Charles R. Wright

TGT Chair

+1 (978) 268-9202

charles_wright@azimuthsystems.com

Stephen McCann

TGu Chair

+44 (1794) 833341 

stephen.mccann@roke.co.uk

Pat R. Calhoun

TGv Chair

+1 (408) 635-2023

pcalhoun@cisco.com

Jesse Walker

TGw Chair

+1 (503) 712-1849

jesse.walker@intel.com

Peter Ecclesine

CBP SG Chair

+1 (408) 527-0815

petere@cisco.com

Philips Semiconductors, Inc.,                                           

1109 McKay Drive, M/S 48A SJ,                                        

San Jose, CA 95131-1706, USA

+1 (913) 664-2544

tim.godfrey@conexant.com

Stuart J. Kerry 
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Tim Godfrey 

Nanci Vogtli
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Terry Cole 
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terry.cole@amd.com

IEEE 802.11 WORKING GROUP OFFICERS

Bob O'Hara

+1 (408) 853-5513

bob.ohara@cisco.com

Al Petrick 

+1 (321) 725-1520 x204

apetrick@widefi.com

Harry R. Worstell 

+1 (973) 236-6915 

hworstell@att.com


1.2. Approval of the Agenda

1.2.1. Stuart J. Kerry reviews the agenda for the group

1.2.2. Changes to the agenda from the posted version:

1.2.2.1. Terry Cole will not be here. The WG editor will be Simon Barber.

1.2.2.2. Peter Ecclesine will be late arriving here. Jan Kruys will be the CBP chair until Peter arrives.

1.2.2.3. Geoff Thomson will attend JTC1-SC6 meeting.

1.2.2.4. On Wednesday, the WiFi Liaison will be done by Clint Chaplin. 

1.2.2.5. Addition of agenda items to discuss 802.1am PAR, and 802 P&P.

1.2.2.6. The amended version will be r3.
1.2.3. The joint agenda is approved by Unanimous consent.

1.3. Minutes for May 2005 joint meeting

1.3.1. Any matters from the minutes? 
1.3.1.1. The liaison to TIA has been amended to be TIA, and not TIA-TR42.
1.3.2. The minutes from Cairns are approved with Unanimous consent.
1.4. Meeting rules

1.4.1. Rules regarding telephones, audio/video recording and photographs are reviewed.

1.5. Antitrust statement.

1.5.1. Stuart J. Kerry reads the following statement to the body:
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1.6. New members

1.6.1. There are 43 members attending for the first time.

1.7. Treasurers Report

1.7.1. Al Petrick presents document 05/0700r0, on the joint 802.11/802.15 treasury. 

1.7.1.1. Completed the 2004 audit report for the IEEE. 

1.7.1.2. Income was $907K, Expenses $816K, loss of $76K. 

1.7.1.3. Bank balance at end of 2004: $64K.

1.7.1.4. Cairns financials: 523 attendees. $442K AU income. Net loss of $23K, actual loss of $14K AU. 

1.7.1.5. As of July, we have $101K cash on hand. 

1.7.1.6. Garden Grove meeting budget. Registration is $450. Expect expenses of $331K

1.8. Review of Policies and Procedures

1.8.1. Al Petrick presents document 04/424r6 to the body.

1.8.2. Review of working group officers and duties for all wireless working groups. Members are encouraged to wear their voting tokens. A new unique identifier number is now on the badge. Voting rights are also indicated by a printed indication on the badge.

1.8.3. Review of operating policies and procedures, registration, payment of fees. Our P&P is in 04/510r0, which is posted on the web site. Roberts Rules are revision 10 (Gold Book)

1.8.4. Review of rules against photographs, tape recording, and media briefing.

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

1.8.5.1. There are special attendance recording procedures in effect for this meeting due to the attendance recording software.

1.8.6. Review of voting rights and process for obtaining voting rights. 

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

1.8.8. Membership representation and anti-trust laws are reviewed.  
1.8.9. Al Petrick reads the following slide to the body:
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1.8.11. Al Petrick reads the following text to the body regarding IEEE patent policy:
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1.8.12.1. Discussion

1.8.12.1.1. The affirmation in May 2005 did not make any changes

1.8.13. Review of copyright status of submissions

1.8.14. Review of meeting etiquette.
1.8.15. Stuart J. Kerry asks if there are any questions about patent policy.

1.8.15.1. None.
1.9. IEEE SA Letters of Assurance

1.9.1. Stuart Kerry asks for new LOAs
1.9.1.1. None from the floor.

1.9.1.2. Stuart announces that there is one outstanding LOA for 802.11e. It has been sent twice with no response. 
1.10. Announcements
1.10.1. Members are encouraged to not leave personal items unattended.

1.11. Interim Meetings

1.11.1. May 14 – 19, 2006 will be at Hyatt Regency in Jacksonville, FL. Contract is in place. 
1.11.2. September 2006

1.11.2.1. Option 1, Sept 10-15. Hilton Prague at $210 Euro per night. This rate has not been negotiated yet. 

1.11.2.2. Option 2, Sept 17-22. Istanbul, Turkey. Swishotel, $180 euros. 

1.11.2.3. Stuart J. Kerry states that there are member concerns with Turkey. The leadership currently prefers Prague over Istanbul. 

1.11.2.4. Discussion – can we consider other venues as well? Can we move the venues to more reachable locations. 

1.11.2.4.1. Stuart suggests that we have a fixed set of 6 locations. However, we have to proceed with 2006 as is. But we could consider fixed locations in 2007. 

1.11.2.4.2. Suggests moving straw poll until Wednesday. 

1.11.2.4.3. In favor of Prague. Europe has good connections to Prague. 

1.11.2.4.4. A member from Turkey notes that the infrastructure of Turkey is very good, and security is not such an issue. 

1.11.2.4.5. Straw Poll: Prague:  142   Istanbul:  56  Neither: 42
1.11.2.5. The WG thanks Samsung for their offer of hosting.
1.11.3. Discussion
1.11.3.1. Why do we have to have our May meetings on Mothers Day? 

1.11.3.1.1. Stuart takes it under advisement. 

1.11.3.2. Why was Samsungs offer for Korea not considered? We found these new locations were better offers. We will consider Korea for a future meeting. 
1.12. Report on ExCom Activities

1.12.1. Stuart J. Kerry presents the report in Doc 05/0699
1.12.1.1. Anti Trust issues will be further discussed on Tuesday at 5pm in Grand C.

1.12.1.2. The RFP for software for attendance and document management was discussed. 

1.12.1.3. The formation of the network committee was presented to ExCom and accepted. Will have further discussion at 3pm Tuesday. 
1.13. Tutorial
1.13.1. Secure Device ID

1.13.2. Update on Bridging

1.13.3. Cognitive Radios

1.13.4. Energy Consumption of network devices

1.13.5. EMS panel on IEEE 802 standards process

1.14. Attendance Recording

1.14.1. We will follow the same general process as in Cairns.

1.14.2. Sign up once a day, and indicate your attendance for the whole day.

1.14.3. Sign in for AM, PM, and evening 

1.14.4. Only sign in for 802.11 sessions, not tutorials or 802 plenary meetings.

1.14.5. There will be no opportunity to make corrections later. Don’t forget to sign in during the hours of 7:30 AM to 6PM. 
1.14.6. Only sign in for yourself.
1.15. Documents

1.15.1. Upload documents to Internet 802wirelessworld.com.

1.15.2. To conserve bandwidth, we have put documents on the local server at 10.0.0.10. 

1.16. Timeline
1.16.1. There have been no changes to the timeline since May. This was agreed by the WG chairs last night.
1.17. WG Editors Report

1.17.1. Simon Barber presents document 04/044r4

1.17.2. A new CD with a complete set of standards is available for sale at IEEE.ORG.

1.17.3. Status of ISO approval process

1.17.4. There will be a TG technical editors meeting tomorrow at  07:00.

1.18. WG Policies and Procedures Update
1.18.1. Al Petrick presents 05/0457r0.

1.18.2. Current P&P is in 04/510r0. Changes have been solicited in July – November 2004. 

1.18.3. Proposed changes are in 05/094r0. 

1.18.4. Red-line document is 05/0456r0

1.18.5. We have notified that voting would be done at this meeting.

1.18.6. Move that document 05/0456r0 becomes the policies and procedures for IEEE 802.11 WG, and be posted on the IEEE 802.11 WG website after the close of the IEEE 802.11 WG July 2005 plenary.

1.18.6.1. Moved Al Petrick

1.18.6.2. Second Bruce Kraemer.

1.18.6.3. Vote:  Motion passes 121 : 1 : 30.
1.19. Task Group Reports
1.19.1. PSC – Nanci Vogtli
1.19.1.1. Will consider making changes to Publicity Committee. Looking for input from WG. Have moved the time to Tuesday at 1:30PM.  Will update events calendar. Considering canceling sessions due to lack of interest. 
1.19.2. WNG – TK Tan
1.19.2.1. Two sessions this week. Will have 3 presentations: one on TGu, and on 802.1am PAR discussions. 

1.19.3. TGe – Srini Kandala for John Fakatselis

1.19.3.1. There are no comments to respond to. We have one session Wednesday, and will forward draft to RevCom.

1.19.4. TGk – Richard Paine
1.19.4.1. Agenda in 05/689r1. Held teleconferences and held ad-hoc meetings to resolve comments. Will release draft 2.1 and draft 2.2 this week. Will vote on measurements that are candidates for removal. Finalizing LB73 comments, and hope for new LB this week.

1.19.4.2. TGm – Bob O’Hara

1.19.4.3. There are no new requests for the ANA. TGm LB 75 on D2.0 closed yesterday. There are some comments that will be resolved this week. Draft 3.0 will have a recirculation later this week. First meeting will be this afternoon in Conf J of Pacific Conf Center. 

1.19.4.4. TGn – Bruce Kraemer

1.19.4.5. Held a confirmation vote 2 in May, which failed, resetting the process to 3 proposals. We tentatively planned to restart the downselection procedure, but plan a different process. The groups have been working together. Will discuss at 4pm today.

1.19.4.6. TGp – Lee Armstrong

1.19.4.7. Have been working on comments on draft. Most are resolved. Plan to go to LB at the end of this week.

1.19.4.8. Discussion. 

1.19.4.9. What is the current draft? It is 0.22. It is a pre-Letter Ballot draft.

1.19.5. TGr – Clint Chaplin

1.19.5.1. Working on a preliminary draft. Will refine this meeting, and consider motions on changes. May have LB out of September meeting.

1.19.6. TGs – Donald Eastlake

1.19.6.1. TGs has issued Call for Proposals, and submissions are in. There will be a low-hurdle ballot on Thursday afternoon. 
1.19.7. TGT – Charles Wright

1.19.7.1. One proposal has been accepted into the draft. D0.2 is on the website. Will have technical presentations. May be able to incorporate everything into draft before September meeting for an internal review ballot (within the task group).

1.19.8. TGu – Stephen McCann

1.19.8.1. Meeting in Pacific Room K. Will review requirements document, and ratify it. Looking for technical editor. 

1.19.9. TGv – Pat Calhoun

1.19.9.1. Will continue considering features in document 05/224r4 and selecting requirements. 

1.19.10. TGw – Jesse Walker

1.19.10.1. Meeting in 4 sessions this week. Requirements document in 05/521. Will adopt by vote on Thursday, and then issue CFP.

1.19.11. JTC1-SC6 – Geoff Thompson

1.19.11.1. Presents a history of internationalization of 802 standards, and activities with ISO. Document Number 05/783r0
1.19.11.2. Jesse Walker states that there will be a meeting in Beijing in August to see if there is any way to harmonize 802.11i and WAPI. Any positive outcome will be continued at JC6 meetings in late August in France. 

1.19.11.3. Stuart J. Kerry thanks Geoff Thompson for his presence and presentation. 

1.20. PARs
1.20.1. There are 5 802.1 PARs, one from 802.3, and our 802.11Y. 

1.20.1.1. 802.1ao – no comments

1.20.1.2. 802.1ap – VLAN MIB 0 no comments

1.20.1.3. 802.1ac – no comments

1.20.1.4. 802.3at – no comments

1.20.1.5. Andrew Myles states that we have until tomorrow to provide input to 802.1. Suggests we provide 05/635r0 as an input on 802.1am for 802.1’s consideration. Hopefully they will provide input back to us.  

1.20.1.6. Roger Durand notes that it should be understood that the input is on behalf of an individual, and not the position of the WG. 

1.20.1.7. Andrew agrees that it is input from 802.11, but does not necessarily reflect the view of 802.11.

1.20.2. 802.11Y
1.20.2.1. Jan Kruys substituting. The CBP SG was planning to vote on PAR and 5C, but it is now inappropriate. The FCC issued R&O on 3.6GHz band. Eight petitions for reconsideration have been filed  - the FCC could take several actions, and we don’t know what they will do. The suggestion is to delay the vote on the PAR and 5C until November 2005. 

1.20.2.2. Motion to remove the 802.11 TGy PAR and Five Criteria from the 802 Executive Committee agenda for July 2005.

1.20.2.2.1. Motion ID 489

1.20.2.2.2. Discussion

1.20.2.2.2.1. Do we want to withdraw the PAR or just delay the vote.

1.20.2.2.3. Moved Jan Kruys

1.20.2.2.4. Second Harry Worstell

1.20.2.2.5. Vote:   Motion  passes 132 : 2 : 10
1.20.2.3. Motion to extend the CBP study group up to and including the November 2005 plenary. 

1.20.2.3.1. Moved Harry Worstell

1.20.2.3.2. Second Clint Chaplin

1.20.2.3.3. Motion ID 491

1.20.2.3.4. Vote:  Motion  passes 103 : 0 : 12
1.21. Announcements
1.21.1. Tuesday evening does count for 802.11 if you attend 802.11 sessions. 

1.21.1.1. Previously we have given attendance credit for 802.11 tutorials. Harry states that we haven’t given credit. Stuart J. Kerry reviews the Policies and Procedures. 

1.21.1.2. Harry says to mark the evening session with T for Tutorial, and we will work out the ruling by the precedence that has been set.

1.21.2. We have 546 voters, 68 potential voters, there are 67 nearly voters, and 315 aspirants.

1.21.3. There are 463 people in the room.

1.22. Recess
2. Wednesday, July 20, 2005
2.1. Opening

2.1.1. The meeting is called to order at 10:30 by Stuart J. Kerry. 
2.1.2. The agenda is currently at r3, any changes will result in r4.

2.1.3. Paul Nicolich will be attending, but will be delayed.

2.2. Modification of the agenda

2.2.1. Stuart J. Kerry reviews the current agenda (r3)

2.2.2. Are there any modification? None
2.2.3. The agenda is approved with Unanimous consent.

2.3. Letters of Assurance
2.3.1. Stuart J. Kerry asks for any new LOAs. 
2.3.2. He notes that there is an outstanding request for an LOA on 802.11e, but there has been no reply after three mailed letters. Stuart has notified PATCOM that we have done due diligence to obtain the LOA. If 802.11e forwards to RevCom for publication, we will notify the group that Patcom will have to resolve the LOA issue. PATCOM will follow up with a registered letter.

2.4. Attendance

2.4.1. We are on a manual system. Sign in at the 802 Concierge desk once any time during the 9 hour window of 8am to 5pm.  Any complaints or issues, please see Harry Worstell.

2.5. Announcements

2.5.1. CAC meeting Thursday at 7pm

2.5.2. There will be a book signing at 3 to 3:30.

2.5.3. There could be a motion coming on Friday out of the wireless architecture ad-hoc that took place on Monday.
2.5.4. Charles Wright, Chair of TGT, has added a fixed time agenda item at 4pm today to vote on proposals that have been brought forward to date. 

2.5.5. Task Group S will have a low-hurdle vote Thursday at 14:39. 

2.5.6. There are 313 people in the room

2.6. 802 Policies and Procedures

2.6.1. Matthew Sherman, 802 vice chair, presents an update on changes to the 802 policies and procedures. There are changes on 802 membership rules. Members may visit the 802 executive committee email archive to see the results. There is a new change regarding term limits. Matthew will accept input and comments from members. He requests more active participation from 802.11. 

2.6.1.1. Stuart J. Kerry states that an 802 ExCom liaison report will be added to the Wednesday agenda in the future. 

2.6.2. The rules for gaining and losing membership will change. It will be easier to lose membership, to help removing inactive members. The new rules would take effect in November.
2.6.3. Discussion

2.6.3.1. Where is the ExCom email archive? How is it accessed? 
2.6.3.2. Concerned about tightening up the losing of voting rights. This could impact members of multiple groups. Matthew believes it is still possible to maintain membership in two groups. Understands the difficulty but there are number of issues to balance. 

2.6.3.3. Stuart J. Kerry states that concerns should be brought to any ExCom member.

2.6.3.4. Negative about the changes. Would prefer to see a straw poll to see how the membership feels, on the record. 

2.6.3.5. Stuart J. Kerry answers that the changes are on the reflector, and all the information is passed on to our group. 
2.6.3.6. Matthew Sherman will directly send materials to the 802.11 reflector in the future.

2.6.3.7. Are straw polls appropriate? Stuart J. Kerry notes that there have been few replies and there are so many changes. Comments should be made directly to Stuart and Matthew to be relayed to the ExCom.

2.6.3.8. The email archive is in the 802 site, under 802 Policies and Procedures. There is a link for new SEC email archives. 

2.6.3.9. The SEC membership feels that their memberships have primary loyalty to the SEC and not their representative working groups. Requests that the SEC become more of a representative body. 

2.6.3.10. Stuart J. Kerry states that he does indeed support the members of 802.11 in the SEC. 

2.6.3.11. Since there are so many emails in the SEC archive, can they be transferred to the 802.11 site? Yes.

2.7. 802 Chair discussion
2.7.1. Paul Nicolich discusses the use of the opening times on Monday clear of WG meetings, and the general network situation. However, he will address any issues from the WG.

2.7.2. Regarding the network issues – we understand that things are better since Monday. We are working closely to address any issues, and keep the EC members updated on status on a daily basis. 

2.7.3. Discussion from the floor

2.7.3.1. While the network is better, we still don’t have all the software and tools. We have to have 5 9s reliability. Feels that the network access is an essential requirement, like water and electricity. 
2.7.3.2. Paul notes that the attendance and document management software is currently on a Working Group basis, and not controlled by ExCom. 

2.7.3.3. Harry Worstell notes that we have activities going on to deal with these issues. The first contact is the helpdesk. Beyond that we have a network committee that will deal with issues as well. 

2.7.3.4. Why is it always a scramble on Monday morning. It seems the network is never ready. We should better maintain a history.  We will develop tests to load and test the network on Saturday and Sunday. Also we need to verify the wireless coverage in advance. 
2.7.3.5. Having problems downloading from 802wirelessworld. When we have good capacity to the outside world, we have more resiliency.  We do have a fat pipe. We have some bottleneck in the hotel infrastructure. There still may be AP issues. 
2.7.3.6. The wired Ethernet connections and 802.11a seem to be quick. The congestion seems to be in 802.11b/g. Proposes that wired Ethernet be installed in the rooms. 

2.7.3.7. Paul also suggest that 802.11a cards be available for borrowing at these meetings.

2.7.3.8. There is still an issue with VPN and NAT.  Steven Shroedl states that our servers are being upgraded to fully support VPN over NAT.  
2.7.3.9. Suggest that the IEEE gets a globally routable IP address space and move it for each meeting. 

2.7.3.10. What is the status for documents and searching.

2.7.3.11. Feels that the mindset is not adequate for the service level required. We must have hot-swap and redundancy. We have to properly budget to ensure the needed service quality.
2.7.3.12. Different groups having different document tools is a problem. The EC should provide a common set of tools to reduce confusion.  (applause)
2.7.3.13. Paul agrees. We plan to broaden the use of document tools until every WG is using the same set. 
2.7.3.14. We need to work a way to not have to locate servers at every meeting. But sometimes a big pipe is not available. But there are products where we could have a local cache for files. Would solve the issue of confusion of where to find files here an when not in session. 

2.7.3.15. What is the problem with getting bandwidth in a hotel? Has served larger meetings without these problems. The problem has been the carrier. It varies location to location. 
2.7.3.16. Returning to the topic of meetings scheduled during opening plenary and EC meetings. Please describe the utility of the 802 opening plenary, and how does the 802 chair have the authority to set WG agendas. Paul believes that the 802 P&P specifies the opening plenary, which is a gathering of the whole body. It should be exclusive. The utility is the single time during the entire week to allow members to understand what is going on across all of 802. 
2.7.3.17. When was the last time that the ExCom asked the membership of 802 if they found utility in the opening plenary? It has not been posed to the membership. 

2.7.3.18. Stuart J. Kerry proposes a straw poll: Do members believe the 802 opening plenary is useful? 
2.7.3.18.1. Yes: about 50%

2.7.3.18.2. No:  about 50%

2.7.3.18.3. None of the above: small group

2.7.3.19. Notes that the opening plenary is not a meeting, but just presentations, which could be sent out by email. It should be a real meeting with interchange. 
2.7.3.20. Stuart J. Kerry also suggest that the social could be technical event with food. And the Opening Plenary could be a “meet the chairs” time with breakfast. 

2.7.3.21. Paul notes that the interchange between ExCom and the body needs to be increased. Agrees that the opening plenary could be more interactive.

2.7.3.22. There were reactions to the proposed 802 P&P changes. The retention of voting rights is an issue. Related to that, there is no attendance credit for attending any LMSC sponsored activities like the plenary and tutorial. Maybe there could be some reciprocity?
2.7.4. Stuart J. Kerry notes that the anti-trust presentation from last night will be sent to the 802.11 membership via the reflector

2.7.5. We have given up one evening meeting session for tutorials. Please consider changing the formatting of the tutorial evenings.
2.7.6. Stuart J. Kerry thanks Paul for joining us. There is another meeting on Thursday 4-6pm. Any member can visit with Paul at that time in Boardroom A. Steve Mills (Chair, IEEE SA) and Karen Kinney (managing director IEEE-SA) will also be there.

2.8. Liaison Reports

2.8.1. 802.18 – Denis Kuahara

2.8.1.1. Document 05/747r0

2.8.1.2. Radio Regulatory TAG – liaisoning to international regulatory agencies. Discussed with various groups regarding FCC actions and comments. Finalizing P&P for the RR TAG. 
2.8.1.3. Need volunteers to work on ITU-R response, regarding updating of our position on RLANs. This will be reviewed this afternoon. 

2.8.1.4. In the future, RR-TAG will continue to review consultations from regulators.

2.8.2. 802.19 – Sheung Li
2.8.2.1. Coexistence assurance. The following 802.11 task groups are exempt: TGe, TGk, m , p, r , t and u. 

2.8.2.2. v and w are responsible for a coex statement

2.8.2.3. n and s will need a full coex analysis.

2.8.2.4. The analysis is for all wireless standards operating in the same band. 802.19 is reviewing radio characteristics of all relevant radio technologies

2.8.2.5. Stuart J. Kerry notes that both TGv and TGu state that their standards will address management or security only and not have coexistence issues. 

2.8.2.6. Sheung will forward these statements back to 802.19

2.8.2.7. Discussion from the floor

2.8.2.7.1. Have looked at 802.19 documents. Where are the current document for this week? They will be posted to the 802.19 server. IEEE802.org /19. We will make local folders at 10.0.0.10. 

2.8.3. 802.22 – Peter Ecclesine
2.8.3.1. Working on use of TV bands. Preparing for an ex-parte meeting with FCC. Will ask for partial technology presentations from the FCC, based on requirements that have been developed. 
2.8.4. 802 Architecture – Roger Durand
2.8.4.1. Document 05/739. Meeting common issues across all of 802. There are action items allocated to 802.11 – bridge architecture (updating table without upstream packet), adding location as a new dimension for forwarding tables. 4 address field usage in 802.11. Issues with 48 bit vs. 64 bit MAC addresses. 802.1x virtual ports issues – 802.1af will look into this. QoS classes of service across all of 802. Signal and power management across groups: 802.1am.

2.8.4.2. Tom Seip asked to relay that the wireless architecture group (Monday AM) had a straw poll to form a study group . (document 05/755, and 05/756)
2.8.5. WiFi Alliance – Clint Chaplin
2.8.5.1. Document 05/753
2.8.5.2. The work of WiFi alliance and task groups is increasing.

2.8.5.3. Status of each TG

2.8.5.4. Next meeting in Beijing in Q3. 

2.8.5.5. Will move to a 3 meeting  per year schedule starting in 2006.

2.8.6. IETF – Dorothy Stanley
2.8.6.1. Document 05/741r0
2.8.6.2. The new item is a review of Media Independent pre-authentication. 802.11u has created a document in of 05/558r3 in response. This will be requested to be forwarded to the IETF.

2.8.6.3. Move the 802.11 approve the liaison document 05/558r3 and request that Stuart J. Kerry, Chair 802.11

2.8.6.3.1. Moved Dorothy

2.8.6.3.2. Second Clint

2.8.6.3.3. Motion approved by Unanimous consent.

2.8.7. MMAC – Inoue-san
2.8.7.1. Report in document 05/738

2.8.7.2. Review of MMAC activities mission

2.8.7.3. Stuart J. Kerry thanks Inoue-san for his services as liaison, as he may be moving to a different job soon.

2.9. Announcements
2.9.1. Stuart J. Kerry announces that we are moving to the discussion on the 802.11am PAR. No objections to the agenda change.
2.10. Discussion on 802.1am PAR

2.10.1. TK Tan, WNG Chair, introduces Tony Jefree, Chair of 802.1. 
2.10.2. Document 05/684r1

2.10.3. There were straw polls taken in the WNG SC regarding 802.1am. 

2.10.4. Straw Poll 1

2.10.4.1. Recommendation from IEEE 802.11 WNG SC to IEEE 802.11 WG that the IEEE 802.1AM PAR approval is postponed.  It would like to see a study group created within IEEE 802.1, with the intention of revising this PAR to address the RF management issue, ensuring that stakeholders within the wireless groups are invited. Such meetings should be collocated with the IEEE 802 wireless interims.

2.10.4.2. IEEE 802.11 should therefore invite IEEE 802.1 to participate in their interims.

2.10.4.3. Straw poll result : 23, 4, 2
2.10.5. Straw Poll 2

2.10.5.1. Recommendation from IEEE 802.11 WNG SC to IEEE 802.11 WG that it would like to see a study group created within IEEE 802.1, with the intention of revising the approved IEEE 802.1AM PAR to address the RF management issue, ensuring that stakeholders within the wireless groups are invited. Such meetings should be collocated with the IEEE 802 wireless interims.

2.10.5.2. IEEE 802.11 should therefore invite IEEE 802.1 to participate in their interims.

2.10.5.3. Straw poll result: 7, 13, 7
2.10.6. Discussion

2.10.6.1. The key difference is that the PAR is postponed, and a SG be formed to work on a new PAR. 

2.10.6.2. Tony Jefree states that if this PAR is approved, there is always an opportunity to revise the PAR in the normal way. A study group is not required to do that. Doesn’t see the purpose of having an SG revise the PAR. It should be the TG that owns the project.  802.1 will consider co-locating with the wireless groups for Interim meetings. 
2.10.6.3. Stuart J. Kerry notes that there is space at the September location to accommodate 802.1. 

2.10.7. Questions from the floor

2.10.7.1. Disagrees that there is no reason to delay the PAR. There was a straw poll in San Antonio showing that people were unhappy with the tutorial. In Cairns, the majority of members wanted to reject the 802.1am PAR. There is a need to reconsider the PAR with the wireless groups involved. Starting the TG now will not enable the appropriate input from the wireless groups. 
2.10.7.2. Concerns that the wireless groups have been involved in the PAR and do not have joint ownership. 
2.10.7.3. Tony feels that the joint ownership can be achieved in the 802.1 task group.

2.10.7.4. This PAR originated from an interim meeting of 802.1. It has not had adequate review by the wireless working groups. It is very unusual to see PARs after their approval. 

2.10.7.5. Issue with the 5 Criteria presented along with the PAR. There is no technical justification of the feasibility of measuring all wireless technologies. We don’t have adequate measurements to enable common management across all of 802. 

2.10.7.6. This is a cultural issue between 802.1 and 802.11. The WNG has created Study Groups to form PAR and 5Cs. 

2.10.7.7. Feels that objections are procedural and not on the content. 

2.10.7.8. Suggests that the 802.1am PAR be more detailed and narrower scope. This is an architectural issue. 

2.10.7.9. There is an issue with attendance credit between 802.11 and 802.1. We can resolve that though to provide mutual credit.

2.10.7.10. There is a perception within this group that we are not involved enough. Advice is to consider the study group, just to send a message the 802.1 is listening to our concerns. 
2.10.7.11. This is an issue to be addressed across multiple wireless standards. We need to take input from the wireless groups at joint meetings over the next few meetings.

2.10.7.12. Believes that there are technical issues. They were not formally passed to 802.1, but 802.1 was aware of them. They should be considered. 

2.10.7.13. There was an extensive technical discussion during WNG. There is a focus on channel and transmit power. We are trying to understand the scope of the PAR, but we haven’t been able to get the information. 
2.10.7.14. 802.1 didn’t go into great detail about parameters intentionally. The intent was to look for input from wireless groups. 
2.10.7.15. Is there more opportunity to provide input? This afternoon there will be discussion regarding the PAR. Several members will attend this session. 
2.10.7.16. We are not sure the PAR is technically feasible due to the number of bands and modulation techniques. There is no guarantee that wireless networks have a common management backplane.
2.11. Recess at 12:30PM

3. Friday, July 22, 2005
3.1. Opening

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

3.2. Review of the Agenda
3.2.1. Current version is r4

3.2.2. There is a new item for the Technical Editors

3.2.3. There is a slot for motions for the technical editors and the 802.1am PAR. 

3.2.4. In old business, we pick up the liaison reports and other items that are left from Wednesday.

3.3. Approval of the agenda

3.3.1. Any other items? None

3.3.2. The revision is approved by Unanimous consent.

3.3.3. There are 325 people in the room

3.4. IEEE Letters of Assurance

3.4.1. Are there any new LOAs for the chair? None

3.4.2. Do the members understand the policy or have any questions? No comments.

3.5. Meeting Reports

3.5.1. Minutes and Reports should be provided by July 25th to be posted on the web site.

3.6. Announcements
3.6.1. None

3.7. Documentation update

3.7.1. Harry notes that the document lists on 802wirelessworld is not working. However the FTP download function is still functional. Also document number issuance is still working. 

3.7.2. We are maintaining backups of documents in case of total failure.

3.8. Policies and Procedures

3.8.1. No Updates

3.9. Reports

3.9.1. Technical Editor Report
3.9.1.1. Simon Barber presents a report in document 05/804r0
3.9.1.2. Concerns about Framemaker templates

3.9.1.3. An open issue with the relative timing of 802.11e and the 802.11ma revision that does not include 802.11e. There is some small divergence that is yet to be resolved.

3.9.1.4. An editor has not selected an editor. Bruce Kraemer states that the selection has been deferred until a single proposal has been confirmed. Expecting November.
3.9.2. Straw Poll on location

3.9.2.1. Stuart J. Kerry ask the body if they like the hotel and location for a meeting. 

3.9.2.2. Was the location OK? Nearly Unanimous consent

3.9.2.3. Was the network OK? Few agree.

3.9.2.4. Would you come back here? No disagreement.

3.9.3. Publicity
3.9.3.1. Nanci Vogtli reviews the WG timeline. It has been updated this week. It will be posted to the website early next week. 

3.9.3.1.1. There have been changes in projected dates for completion of task group activities.

3.9.3.1.2. TGv pushed out several months. A few other groups have minor modifications.

3.9.3.1.3. Any questions? None

3.9.3.2. Nanci presents the PSC closing report in document 05/0802r0.
3.9.3.2.1. TGk is beginning a marketing/education campaign.

3.9.3.2.2. There will no longer be a dedicated meeting time slot during our sessions for PSC. Members can contact Nanci for any specific publicity related actions. PSC will function in more of an advisory role.
3.9.3.2.3. The calendar of events has been updated and will be posted to the web site.

3.9.3.3. . Stuart reiterates that the PSC meeting will not take place in Garden Grove.
3.9.4. WNG

3.9.4.1. Stephen McCann presents the WNG report in 05/0803r0.

3.9.4.2. There were discussions and straw polls regarding the 802.1am PAR.  802.11 WNG felt that the 802.1am PAR should be postponed to allow joint work to revise the PAR. 

3.9.4.3. There was a submission regarding AP to AP protocols. The group unanimously felt that standardization of AP to AP protocols should be standardized.

3.9.4.4. Stuart J. Kerry notes that there is a possible tutorial in November regarding 1Gbit wireless LANs. The Worldwide Research Forum has requested the tutorial. 
3.9.5. TGe

3.9.5.1. Srini Kandala presents 05/772r0

3.9.5.2. The TG has finished recirculations. No changes were made to the draft.

3.9.5.3. The Task Group unanimously passed a motion to forward 802.11e-D13 to RevCom.

3.9.6. TGk
3.9.6.1. Richard Paine presents 05/799r0

3.9.6.2. TGk continued comment resolution on LB73

3.9.6.3. There are major improvements in reducing technical issues resulting in comments.

3.9.6.4. Hidden Stations, and medium sense time histogram have been removed.

3.9.6.5. Expect a new letter ballot in September.

3.9.6.6. Will continue to hold weekly teleconferences, and an ad-hoc meeting in September before the Interim meeting.
3.9.7. TGm / ANA

3.9.7.1. Bob O’Hara presents document 05/708r0

3.9.7.2. There are no new ANA requests or actions

3.9.7.3. TGm continued to process technical comments on the last ballot. 

3.9.7.4. Will recirculate the draft, and request conditional approval to go to sponsor ballot.

3.9.7.5. All comments have been processed , with resolutions in document 05/709. 

3.9.7.6. Discussion

3.9.7.6.1. An issue came up in TGk regarding action category. Was the ANA responsible for issuing action categories? Bob feels that any resource such as this should be handled by the ANA. 

3.9.7.7. The official results of Letter Ballot 75 are  407 ballots cast , 387 approve, 26 disapprove, 19 abstain.  93.7% approve, 79.7% return rate.
3.9.8. TGn

3.9.8.1. Bruce Kraemer presents document 05/760r0

3.9.8.2. The downselection process has been delayed until the task group receives a merged proposal. The majority of the TG approved this action.
3.9.8.3. The TG shortened the timeslot usage during the week, and work went on off-site. 

3.9.8.4. We considered modifications of functional requirements to address single-stream modes. This motion was passed nearly unanimously. The document 05/813 contains the new Functional Requirements.

3.9.8.5. No teleconferences will be held between now and September.

3.9.8.6. The partial merged proposals draft will be posted and announced by Monday September 12th. 

3.9.9. TGp

3.9.9.1. Lee Armstrong presents document 05/801r0

3.9.9.2. The issue regarding WRSS was resolved with new wording. 

3.9.9.3. The draft was reviewed, but was not approved for letter ballot. 

3.9.9.4. The current draft is D0.22

3.9.9.5. There are still a few open comments.

3.9.9.6. TGp will produce a new draft by August 5th, and resolve any new comments in September, and hopefully issue a letter ballot.
3.9.10. TGr

3.9.10.1. Clint Chaplin presents document 05/0805r0

3.9.10.2. There were many presentations given this week. About half of them were adopted and accepted into the draft.

3.9.10.3. Will continue with teleconferences.

3.9.10.4. There were 4 different draft versions during the week.

3.9.10.5. The current draft is 0.05 which will be posted in the next few days.

3.9.10.6. The minutes are 05/670r0

3.9.10.7. Planning the first letter ballot in November.

3.9.11. TGs

3.9.11.1. Donald Eastlake presents document 05/0800r0

3.9.11.2. There were 15 proposals presented at this meeting. 

3.9.11.3. There was a low hurdle ballot on Thursday. There were 3 proposals eliminated. 

3.9.11.4. After mergers, we expect to have 9 proposals going into the September meeting.

3.9.11.5. In the ballot, Proposals F, D, and O were eliminated. 
3.9.11.6. There will be one teleconference. There will not be any ad-hoc meetings.

3.9.11.7. There will be a down select vote in September.

3.9.12. TGT
3.9.12.1. Charles Wright presents document 05/775r1

3.9.12.2. There were 9 presentations, and two were accepted for inclusion into the draft.

3.9.12.3. Will issue draft D0.3 within a few weeks.

3.9.13. Did not start task group internal review. 
3.9.14. TGu

3.9.14.1. Stephen McCann presents document 05/797r0

3.9.14.2. The group adopted 29 functional requirements. 

3.9.14.3. There will be 2 teleconferences

3.9.14.4. The group has issued the revised requirements document

3.9.14.5. Teleconferences will start next Thursday.
3.9.15. TGv

3.9.15.1. Pat Calhoun presents document 05/0644r3

3.9.15.2. Considered requirements and assigned them to owners. Unassigned requirements are set aside until an owner comes forward.

3.9.15.3. There were 5 submissions.

3.9.15.4. The current timeline plan is to have call for text in November to address objectives. Internal review in November 06, and first letter ballot in March 07.
3.9.15.5. Objectives are in 05/642r1

3.9.15.6. Document 796r0 contains pending work items.

3.9.15.7. Stuart sets aside the special orders to continue the reports

3.9.15.8. No objection from the body

3.9.16. TGw
3.9.16.1. Jesse Walker presents 05/0806r0

3.9.16.2. In September will have summary presentations of proposals, and continue to work on requirements.
3.9.17. CBP

3.9.17.1. Peter Ecclesine presents Report in 05/751r2

3.9.17.2. The SG withdrew the PAR and 5C that were submitted. 

3.9.17.3. Reviewed activity at the FCC. 

3.9.17.4. There were calls for submissions and presentations, that went to both 802.11 and 802.16 reflectors.

3.9.17.5. There was one session. 

3.9.17.6. The group is waiting for FCC action of 05-56. There was a joint meeting with 16h and 802.18. The FCC had opened comments on petitions on reconsideration and replies. These are 15 day comment periods and an 10 day reply period. 

3.9.17.7. CBP will have bi-weekly teleconferences. 

3.9.17.8. The CBP SG PAR and 5C will be put on the ExCom agenda for November. 

3.9.17.9. There was a motion from 802.16h to study coexisting operation in the 3650 band to be operated in 802.19. 

3.9.17.10. Discussion
3.9.17.10.1. Why are we not indicating our interest in the 3650 band to the FCC now? There was no time in March to file to the FCC. This is the first opportunity. There are 8 petitions for reconsideration filed on June 10. Peter didn’t take action to inform the FCC, other than the formation of the SG. It is not necessary to let the FCC know that we are studying the matter when we don’t have a conclusion. 
3.9.18. JTC1 SC6 Ad Hoc
3.9.18.1. Jesse Walker presents 05/807r0

3.9.18.2. Worked on documents to be submitted to the JTC1 special meeting in Beijing. 

3.9.18.3. Participants have worked to prepare these documents, which will be on the ExCom agenda for approval, and then will be posted on the 802.11 website.

3.9.18.4. Will have a motion to create a study group to receive WLAN requirements from JTC1 SC6. 

3.10. Special Orders Motions
3.10.1. Moved: Resolved that the position of the 802.11 working group is that the PAR for 802.1am not be approved.
3.10.1.1. Moved Jesse Walker

3.10.1.2. Second Bob O’Hara

3.10.1.3. Discussion

3.10.1.3.1. Does this motion need to be directed to the WG chair to take action in ExCom?

3.10.1.3.2. There is a specific procedure for a directed position of the chair. We are not doing that.

3.10.1.3.3. 802.1 did vote to co-locate at the wireless interim meeting in September. They did revise the PAR.

3.10.1.3.4. Did the 802.1 group confirm that they will be at our September meeting? Yes.

3.10.1.3.5. In support of the motion. How can we manage operation in all the possible spectrum in operation? It is a complex problem. 

3.10.1.3.6. In favor of the motion. If all we do is vote no during the motion, it will have little impact. Could we add a description of the reasons of our no vote? 

3.10.1.3.7. This is not the right place to do this work. We should extend the PAR in 802.21. 
3.10.1.3.8. the 802.1 group has been informed clearly of our opinions, but has chosen to disregard that opinion. The argument can be made at ExCom. The work is very difficult, but the glaring problem is that the work went from a tutorial in March where the majority of attendees were against a PAR, to a PAR without any involvement with the wireless working groups. 

3.10.1.3.9. Against the motion. The only place this work can be done is in 802.1. It wants to create a common dictionary of all wireless standards. 

3.10.1.3.10. In favor. 802.1am has stated that they only plan to cover 802 wireless, not all wireless standards that we have to coexist with. There is also activity to form a wireless architecture group to cover this function. 802.1am would be redundant.  802.16 has adopted a proposal for voting down the 802.1am PAR and creating a PAR under SEC.

3.10.1.3.11. Comments were provided to the 802.1 WG. They are doing work that affects the wireless groups. Management is in the radio, not just the MAC. 802.1am says they want to define a dictionary, but they really want to define a management protocol. This is why a SG needs to be formed. 
3.10.1.3.12. There really isn’t widespread support for 802.1am. The straw poll showed lack of interest.  802.1am is not required for multi-vendor interoperability.

3.10.1.3.13. Opposed to motion. Is this action the equivalent of direction? No we are not directing the chair. 802.1 is only allowed to address 802, an not groups beyond that. In Australia, a straw poll in the wireless architecture group indicated interest in a common language for management and control. Feels that 802.1 is the parent of all wireless groups. 
3.10.1.3.14. 802.1 is very busy, It would be hard for them to handle this. They do not spawn off subcommittees. They are really the architecture for 802.3. 
3.10.1.3.15. In favor. The position of most if not all wireless Wags is that this is a bad idea. The general agreement is that further study is needed, but not the formation of a TG in 802.1. 

3.10.1.3.16. There are a range of questions to be answered by all the stakeholders. Call the question

3.10.1.3.16.1. Andrew / Mike

3.10.1.3.16.2. Vote on calling the question: passes 87 : 2 : 12.

3.10.1.4. Motion ID 509

3.10.1.5. Vote on the main motion: passes 75 : 3 : 15.
3.10.2. Moved: To direct the chair of the 802.11 working group to represent the position of the working group by voting against any approval of the PAR for 802.1am.
3.10.2.1. Moved Bob O’Hara

3.10.2.2. Second Jesse Walker

3.10.2.3. Discussion

3.10.2.3.1. Opposed to this – this appears to undermine the chair and reflects poorly on the WG. If there is a technical argument, but doesn’t feel there is any. 
3.10.2.3.2. In favor of this motion. It doesn’t undermine the chair, but sends a strong message that this is the position of the membership and not just the chair. 

3.10.2.3.3. There is a procedural issue – A PAR belongs to IEEE 802. It should be a statement of consensus. In favor. 

3.10.2.3.4. We should only debate this motion not the previous one. Call the question

3.10.2.3.4.1. Dave / Dennis

3.10.2.3.4.2. No objections – question called.

3.10.2.4. Vote on the main motion: passes 90 : 2 : 15
3.10.2.5. Discussion
3.10.2.5.1. To what extent is the chair allowed to improvise? Can the chair move to postpone until November the discussion of the 802.1 PAR.  Stuart J. Kerry states that he is directed by the group.

3.10.3. Believing that comment responses in 11-04/0546r9, 11-04/0988r4, 11-04/1155r2, 11-04/1394r5, 11-05/1580r4, 11-05/0131r2,  11-05/0376r0 and the draft mentioned below demonstrate that the IEEE-SA rules for sponsor ballot have reached an orderly endpoint, Move: Request that approval of 802.11e draft 13.0 be placed on the next available RevCom agenda.
3.10.3.1. Moved Srini Kandala on behalf of TGe
3.10.3.2. Vote: passes 110 : 0 : 3
3.10.3.3. Stuart J. Kerry thanks Srini for his work as Technical Editor, and for stepping in as chair this week. 

3.10.4. Move to request the Working Group to empower TGk to hold an ad-hoc meeting in Seattle for 9/14-16 (Paine) as required to conduct business necessary to progress the Letter Ballot process, including creating and issuing drafts for Letter Ballots and handling other business necessary to progress through the IEEE standards process.
3.10.4.1. Moved Richard Paine on behalf of TGk

3.10.4.2. Discussion
3.10.4.2.1. Does this mean that this meeting would be conducted as a plenary or interim, but without a quorum. For example making technical changes to a draft? If so, what is the mechanism to verify voting membership? Would the actions be reconfirmed at a regular meeting.

3.10.4.2.2. Stuart J. Kerry reminds the group that decisions made in ad-hoc have to be re-affirmed in a regular Interim or Plenary meeting. This was also stated in Cairns.
3.10.4.2.3. Are the changes reviewed in block form? Yes. They are approved, processed, and put on the server. They are segmented blocks.

3.10.4.3. Vote: The motion is approved with Unanimous consent.
3.10.5. Agenda Question
3.10.5.1. Stuart J. Kerry asks the body if we do the 7 motions before the break, or break now and then do them. 
3.10.5.2. We will proceed and break in the middle.

3.10.6. Moved: To send 802.11REV-ma D3.0 to working group recirculation ballot.
3.10.6.1. Moved Bob O’Hara on behalf of TGm

3.10.6.2. Discussion

3.10.6.2.1. When would this occur? 

3.10.6.2.2. It will happen as soon as the draft is available from the editor. No schedule yet.

3.10.6.2.3. Be sure Harry has time to distribute the drafts.

3.10.6.3. Vote: approved with Unanimous consent
3.10.7. Moved: To instruct the chair of the 802.11 working group to make 802.11REV-ma D3.0 available for sale.
3.10.7.1. Moved Bob O’Hara on behalf of TGm

3.10.7.2. Vote: approved with Unanimous consent

3.10.8. Moved: to authorize Task Group m to hold ballot resolution meetings upon closure of the recirculation ballot on 802.11REV-ma D3.0 and issue a new draft (802.11REV-ma D4.0) upon resolution of all comments.
3.10.8.1. Moved Bob O’Hara on behalf of TGm

3.10.8.2. Discussion

3.10.8.2.1. Is this meeting going to place things into a draft outside of this meeting. Are we waiving our P&P? How to we verify voting members there? 

3.10.8.2.2. Stuart J. Kerry states that this is for comment resolution. It will be announced according to the P&P. This will be the same as the one held in June to resolve comments on Draft 1.0. 

3.10.8.2.3. This does not presume any outcome to the recirculation ballot. 

3.10.8.2.4. Have a problem with a small group modifying the draft outside of a regularly scheduled meeting. 

3.10.8.2.5. We need to change the wording. The draft should be issued back to the WG. 
3.10.8.2.6. If any changes are made to the draft it must be recirculated to the WG for approval. 

3.10.8.2.7. The concern was who was making the changes. 

3.10.8.2.8. The comment resolution meeting members are documented and known to be voters. 

3.10.8.3. Motion to amend: Moved: to authorize Task Group m to hold ad-hoc ballot resolution meetings upon closure of the recirculation ballot on 802.11REV-ma D3.0 and issue a new draft (802.11REV-ma D4.0) upon resolution of all comments.
3.10.8.3.1. Moved Dave Bagby

3.10.8.3.2. Any objection? Yes

3.10.8.4. Recess for 30 minutes.
3.10.8.5. The meeting comes back to order at 10:37am
3.10.8.5.1. Second to the motion to amend: Garth Hillman

3.10.8.5.2. Discussion on the motion to amend

3.10.8.5.2.1. Against the motion – Ad Hoc is a loaded term. We have done this numerous times. Why should we change.
3.10.8.5.2.2. Against the motion. This motion is according to the rules of the IEEE-SA, and the rules of IEEE would apply.

3.10.8.5.3. No objection to calling the question

3.10.8.5.4. Vote on the motion to amend: Fails 1 : 30 : 39
3.10.8.6. Motion on the floor:
Moved: to authorize Task Group m to hold ballot resolution meetings upon closure of the recirculation ballot on 802.11REV-ma D3.0 and issue a new draft (802.11REV-ma D4.0) upon resolution of all comments.
3.10.8.6.1. Discussion on the main motion

3.10.8.6.1.1. Call the question Srini / Andrew

3.10.8.6.1.2. passes 54 : 2 : 6

3.10.8.6.2. Vote on the main motion: passes 62 : 1 : 3.
3.10.9. Moved: To authorize sending 802.11REV-ma D4.0 to working group recirculation ballot, if necessary, upon its completion by the editor.
3.10.9.1. Moved Bob O’Hara on behalf of TGm

3.10.9.2. Discussion

3.10.9.2.1. Uncomfortable with having a group change a draft without the WG consent. Suggest that the phrase “if necessary” is deleted. 
3.10.9.2.2. The purpose of the phrase is because there is a possibility that the recirculation could be successful and there are no changes. 

3.10.9.2.3. There is a question about what is technical and what is editorial.

3.10.9.2.4. Stuart J. Kerry states that the editor can make changes that do not change the function of the matter, such as spelling and punctuation. 

3.10.9.2.5. Is this unwritten? No it is written in the rules.

3.10.9.2.6. Disagrees – could not find any references defining technical vs. editorial.

3.10.9.2.7. This has been discussed with editors and IEEE staff. It is the policy we will follow.

3.10.9.2.8. Since the ultimate test of the WG approval is the letter ballot, we should approve this. 

3.10.9.2.9. Call the question Srini / Darwin. No objections.

3.10.9.3. Vote on the motion. Passes 63 : 5 : 7
3.10.10. Moved: To authorize Task Group m to hold ballot resolution meetings, if necessary, upon the close of the recirculation ballot on 802.11REV-ma D4.0.
3.10.10.1. Moved Bob O’Hara on behalf of TGm

3.10.10.2. Discussion

3.10.10.2.1. None

3.10.10.3. Vote: the motion is approved by Unanimous consent

3.10.11. Moved: To request conditional approval to send 802.11REV-ma to sponsor ballot upon conclusion of a working group recirculation ballot that meets all requirements in the LMSC Policies and Procedures.
3.10.11.1. Moved Bob O’Hara on behalf of TGm

3.10.11.2. Discussion

3.10.11.2.1. Bob states that the P&P includes the dates of the resolutions meetings and ballots. Recirc begins on August 8th and September 5th. Meetings could be on August 23rd and September 19th.

3.10.11.2.2. The membership needs to understand that there will be a letter ballot and decision to send to sponsor ballot, all happening between meetings. Members need to understand what they are voting on. 
3.10.11.2.3. Request that a counted vote of members be taken.

3.10.11.2.4.  Following up that this is a revision to the standard, and anything in the standard can be changed. 

3.10.11.2.5. Agree entirely. The WG needs time to review. It has been available for many months. There will be additional recirculation ballots, which give the WG an opportunity to review and comment. Only the pages with changes are open to comment.

3.10.11.2.6. This WG has always had full review of this document in all ballots, and has been available to all members. Urges the membership to approve this motion.

3.10.11.2.7. Once 75% approval has been met it is the duty of the WG to publish the standard without delay. 

3.10.11.2.8. Is it possible to have some overview of the changes. There is a concern that a new 1000 page document is difficult to review. Could some pointers to changes be provided to the membership? 

3.10.11.2.9. that document has been provided with every draft. Every change is noted and clearly visible with change bars. No summary is available.

3.10.11.2.10. Can the Framemaker summary document be distributed? The WG chair doesn’t know if that is possible. It is not the process of the WG or TG in the past. 

3.10.11.2.11. How many technical comments were on the last ballot? There were 70 to 80 out of 135. None were ruled invalid. Would expect zero on the next ballot. 
3.10.11.2.12. When we have information on disposition of comments in PDF it is difficult to work with. Request that the information is provided in a spreadsheet. 

3.10.11.2.13. The PDF is searchable. The TGm chair cannot provide any other formats at this time. 

3.10.11.2.14. Are the ballot and meeting dates fixed? No they are best guesses, but not part of the motion.
3.10.11.3. Call the question : Darwin / Pat  

3.10.11.3.1. Vote on calling the question: passes 58 : 2 : 6
3.10.11.4. Count of voting members in the room: 104
3.10.11.5. Vote on the main motion: passes 76 : 8 : 16
3.10.12. Moved: To authorize the 802.11 working group chair to send 802.11REV-ma to sponsor ballot, upon successful completion of a working group recirculation ballot that meets all requirements for conditional approval as set forth in the LMSC Policies and Procedures.
3.10.12.1. Moved Bob O’Hara on behalf of TGm

3.10.12.2. Discussion

3.10.12.2.1. None

3.10.12.3. Vote: the motion is approved by Unanimous consent

3.10.13. Move to have bit 12 of the Capability Information field be allocated to “WAVE” as defined in 802.11p
3.10.13.1. Moved Lee Armstrong on behalf of TGp
3.10.13.2. Discussion

3.10.13.2.1. Believe Bit 12 has been assigned to TGk

3.10.13.2.2. Need to know why this is needed by TGp. Request the TG to provide background.

3.10.13.2.3. Lee Armstrong states that TGp is a particular mode for operation in a licensed band, and particular rules must be followed. This indicates that capability.

3.10.13.2.4. Suggest that the WG should be evaluated through the Letter Ballot process.

3.10.13.2.5. Stuart J. Kerry states that this is our normal process through the ANA.

3.10.13.2.6. Bob O’Hara (ANA lead) states that bit 12 is already assigned for radio management. The ANA procedure on the 802.11 web site say that a request must be made by the TG or WG by way of a motion to request. The request may ask for a specific number, but a specific number may not be granted. Once the motion is approved, the ANA comes back with the assignment. 
3.10.13.2.7. In addition, the last resource will not be assigned, However the last bit in the capability information field has already been assigned. 

3.10.13.2.8. We had a discussion on this – an escape mechanism was not needed. A new element would serve the same function. 

3.10.13.2.9. Recess for 1 minute for side discussions.

3.10.13.2.10. Stuart J. Kerry states that this is merely a request. There is no requirement for a letter ballot first.
3.10.13.2.11. Suggests that it is too early in the lifetime of TGp. Doesn’t want to spend time on this.

3.10.13.3. Move to table the motion.

3.10.13.3.1. Moved Adrian Stephens

3.10.13.3.2. Second Dave Bagby

3.10.13.3.3. Vote on tabling the motion: passes 61 : 5 : 6
3.10.14. Move To request that the 802.11 Working Group (WG) authorize submission of draft PAR and Five Criteria draft by WG chair to the Executive Committee before October 15, 2005 for EC approval and forwarding to NesCom, subject to WG reaffirmation vote on Monday of IEEE 802 November plenary.
3.10.14.1. Moved Peter Ecclesine on behalf of CBP-SG

3.10.14.2. Discussion
3.10.14.2.1. Peter states that to get on ExCom agenda action must be taken by October. We have to approve now, and can re-affirm in November. 

3.10.14.2.2. Against this – We had a PAR that was to be forwarded. Due to FCC circumstances, we should delay approval. Nothing has changed to allow this. We should continue to wait until the FCC acts.

3.10.14.2.3. Peter states that the FCC has indicated what it is going to do. There are only 15 and 10 day windows for comments. By August 24th, we will be able to see everything posted to the FCC with respect to petitions. It is entirely likely in September that the draft 565r1 would come forward, plus whatever else. This enables us to take action in September. 

3.10.14.2.4. Still we don’t’ know, and prefer to wait. 

3.10.14.2.5. Against the motion – Not sure what this authorizes. What versions would be appropriate at that time. What would the SG be able to do? How can we re-affirm after SEC approval? Proposes to amend and use a WG Letter ballot in the future before the cutoff date. 

3.10.14.2.6. Motion to amend to:
Move To request that the 802.11 Working Group (WG) authorize a 40 day letter ballot submission of draft PAR and Five Criteria draft by WG chair to the Executive Committee before October 15, 2005 for EC approval and forwarding to NesCom.

3.10.14.2.7. Moved Adrian

3.10.14.2.8. Second Jesse

3.10.14.2.9. Discussion

3.10.14.2.9.1. The SEC wants to see motions with vote counts. Other groups can comment on  PARs and changes can be made during the plenary week.  A WG vote often is needed regardless. A letter ballot will not satisfy the SEC. They will still want a vote. The unamended motion gives more flexibility. Against the amendment.

3.10.14.2.9.2. The chair moves to Al Petrick

3.10.14.2.9.3. Not sure that this serves any purpose – against the amendment.
3.10.14.2.9.4. Is this process compatible with our P&P? Al Petrick says Yes.

3.10.14.2.10. Vote on the amendment: Fails 8 : 16 : 32

3.10.14.3. Motion on the floor: 
Move To request that the 802.11 Working Group (WG) authorize submission of draft PAR and Five Criteria draft by WG chair to the Executive Committee before October 15, 2005 for EC approval and forwarding to NesCom, subject to WG reaffirmation vote on Monday of IEEE 802 November plenary.
3.10.14.3.1. Vote on the motion: Passes 28 : 5 : 29
3.10.14.4. The chair moves to Stuart J. Kerry

3.10.15. Move To form an IEEE 802.11 Study Group to receive WLAN requirements from JTC1/SC6 for co-developing an amendment to IEEE Std 802.11, in accordance with ISO/IEC TR 8802-1:2001, with the intent to create a PAR and five criteria to form a new Task Group.
3.10.15.1. Moved Jesse Walker

3.10.15.2. Second Clint Chaplin

3.10.15.3. Discussion

3.10.15.3.1. In favor – is strengthens our hand in negotiating with ISO regarding the controversy over WAPI.
3.10.15.3.2. It is important to work with international bodies such as ISO. Hoping for a unanimous approval.

3.10.15.3.3. Do we have any commitment that JTC1/SC6 will send anything? Not yet. This is just a message.

3.10.15.3.4. Do we have any timeline? We expect that this issue will be resolved in August. If they go in the direction we hope, this SG will meet for the first time in Vancouver. Otherwise it will dissolve.

3.10.15.3.5. This SG could receive comments on other topics from ISO.

3.10.15.3.6. Text change from “Std” to “TR” – no objection.
3.10.15.4. Vote: passes 72 : 0 : 0

3.10.15.5. Volunteers for Chair of the SG are solicited by the WG chair. 

3.10.16. Secretaries Guidelines
3.10.16.1. It is a guideline – it will be issued as-is.

3.10.17. Documentation Update

3.10.17.1. Harry will post documentation update.

3.11. New Business

3.11.1. 802.11 requests the formation of an EC Study Group on IEEE 802 architecture issues that addresses wireless issues

3.11.1.1. Moved Tom Seip

3.11.1.2. Second Scott

3.11.1.3. Discussion

3.11.1.3.1. This was suggested that the work be done as a SG under EC. 

3.11.1.3.2. No objection from the mover. No objection from the body. 

3.11.1.4. Vote: passes 78 : 0 : 0
3.12. WG Generic Motions
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Move to empower the following TG(s)/SG(s)/Ad-Hoc to hold 

teleconference calls beginning no sooner than August 7, 2005 through 

15 days past the end of the November, 2005 Plenary Session.

Motion

NA NA NA Task Group “m”

NA NA NA Task Group “v”

10:00 ET Once

Once

August 11,2005

August 24,2005

Task Group “u”

NA NA NA Task Group “w”

11:00  ET Bi-weekly August 3, 2005 Task Group “r”

13:00  ET Bi-Weekly August 24, 2005 CBP-SG 

19:00 – 20:00 ET Weekly August 24, 2005 Ad-Hoc JTC1

NA NA NA Task Group “p”

NA NA NA Task Group “n”

12:00  ET Bi-Weekly July 28,2005 Task Group “T”

11:00  ET Once September 14,2005 Task Group “s”

Weekly

Duration Time Start Date Group

11:30 ET July 28, 2005 Task Group “k”

Mover:                                                     2

nd

:                         

Motion: Pass/Fail   X:X:X


3.12.1.1. Moved Don E

3.12.1.2. Second Clint C
3.12.1.3. Discussion

3.12.1.3.1. The meetings that start before August 7th have been approved at previous meetings.

3.12.1.3.2. Richard Paine states that this schedule takes precedence over the closing report. The TGk closing report has been updated to 05/799r1
3.12.1.4. The motion is approved with Unanimous consent.

3.12.2. Move to empower the 802.11 WG, Task Groups, Ad-hocs, and SGs, SCs to hold meetings beginning July 31, 2005 through November 30,2005 to conduct business as deemed necessary.
3.12.2.1. Moved Peter

3.12.2.2. Second Srini

3.12.2.3. Approved by Unanimous consent

3.13. Other Business
3.13.1. Discussion
3.13.1.1. There will be off-line discussions on policies and procedures for ANA.
3.14. Next meeting – Garden Grove California, September 19-23, 2005
3.14.1. 802.18 RRTAG may not be meeting with 802.11 in September
3.15. Meeting adjourned at 12:00
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