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 Opening Plenary: Monday, July 17, 2006
1.1. Introduction

1.1.1. Meeting called to order by Stuart J. Kerry at 13:40.
1.1.2. The agenda of the 98th session of 802.11 is in doc: IEEE 11-06-754r3. 
1.1.3. Secretary – Tim Godfrey 

1.1.4. Officers and Chairs of 802.11:
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1.2. Approval of the Agenda

1.2.1. Stuart J. Kerry reviews the agenda in 06/754r3 for the group
1.2.2. Stuart asks for any modifications to the agenda
1.2.2.1. Denis K notes that there is a need for n.1415 Ofcom recommendations in 5.1.6 

1.2.3. The agenda is approved with unanimous consent.

1.3. Approval of Minutes of May 2006, Jacksonville
1.3.1. Stuart asks if there are any issues arising from these minute? There are none.
1.3.2. The minutes from May 2006 are approved with unanimous consent.

1.4. Announcements
1.4.1. Stuart reviews the courtesy notices.

1.4.2. There are 320 people in the room
1.4.3. Straw poll of new attendees here for the first time: 36
1.5. Treasury report

1.5.1. Al Petrick presents document 06/1010r0. 

1.5.2. Treasury contained $178K in May. We have a reserve for Melbourne meeting of $50K. There was a $55K surplus from Jacksonville. 

1.5.2.1. September meeting early registration until Aug 1.

1.5.2.2. Suspension of 802.20 will reduce attendance to 300, causing a loss of $80K USD for the meeting. 

1.5.2.3. The wireless groups have lodged a complaint against IEEE SA regarding the unilateral cancellation of 802.20 without informing the Wireless groups.

1.5.3. Stuart notes that 2008 May/Sept meetings will be in the USA.

1.6. Review of Policies and Procedures

1.6.1. Al Petrick presents document 11-06-0430r4 to the body.

1.6.2. Review of working group officers and duties for all wireless working groups. Members are encouraged to wear their voting tokens. Voting rights are also indicated by a printed indication on the badge corner.
1.6.3. 802 LMSC P&P is Nov_2005_r051204.doc approved and revised in January 2006
1.6.4. Review of 802.11 operating policies and procedures, registration, payment of fees. 802.11 P&P are in 11-05-456r0, which is posted on the web site. A revision will be up for vote this week. Roberts Rules are revision 10 (Gold Book). 
1.6.5. Review of registration requirements

1.6.6. Review of rules against photographs, tape recording, and media briefings.
1.6.7. Review of procedures for server access and reflector subscriptions. Members must participate in 75% of meetings before being added to reflector.
1.6.8. Review of voting rights and process for obtaining voting rights, and signing up for email and reflectors. The email confidentiality disclaimer was presented.

1.6.8.1. Members are reminded that confidentiality notices on emails posted to the reflector are not allowed.

1.6.8.2. Any material with confidentiality or copyright disclaimers attached will not be accepted for IEEE 802. 

1.6.9. Review of the process and requirements for gaining and keeping voting rights.
1.6.10. Attendance recording procedures are reviewed

1.6.10.1. Signing in for 802.11 attendance is required for gaining and maintaining voting rights. There is no opportunity to sign in late if you forget.

1.6.10.2. There is a sign in sheet that must be signed once per day, from 7:30 to 17:30 each day at the IEEE registration desk.

1.6.10.3. Attendance credit pool is based on all daytime sessions, and evening sessions and tutorial are optional and are extra credit if attended.
1.6.10.4. Al Petrick reads the following statements to the body:
[image: image3.wmf]July 2006

Stuart J. Kerry,Philips Semiconductors

Slide 

14

doc.: IEEE 

802.11

-

06/0430r3

Submission


[image: image4.wmf]July 2006

Stuart J. Kerry,Philips Semiconductors

Slide 

15

doc.: IEEE 

802.11

-

06/0430r3

Submission

Membership & Anti

-

Trust

•

Individual membership

–

In all IEEE standards meetings, 

membership is by individual

, hence you do 

not

represent a 

company or organization

.

•

Anti

-

Trust laws

–

The Anti

-

Trust laws forbid the 

discussion of prices

within our meetings.


[image: image5.wmf]July 2006

Stuart J. Kerry,Philips Semiconductors

Slide 

16

doc.: IEEE 

802.11

-

06/0430r3

Submission


1.6.10.5. Al Petrick asks if there are any questions on this policy. There are none.

1.6.11. Review of copyright status of submissions
1.6.12. Review of standards compliance disclaimers

1.6.12.1. IEEE 802 “Unapproved Drafts” are to be used for the purposes of IEEE Standardization activities

1.6.12.2. IEEE 802 “Unapproved Drafts” must NOT be used to claim conformance/compliance, as Drafts are subject to change

1.6.12.3. You are at RISK if IEEE 802 “Unapproved Drafts” are USED for anything other that IEEE Standardization activities
1.6.13. Review of meeting etiquette.
1.6.14. Al Petrick asks for any questions.

1.6.14.1. Adrian Stephens asks for clarification on statements regarding unapproved drafts. There have been questions about drafts that have been modified but not approved by a task group. 

1.6.14.2. Al notes that this presentation is specific to drafts that have not been approved by the IEEE standards board. Adrian requests that the wording be clarified for task-group unapproved drafts.

1.6.14.3. Al takes an action item to work on that.

1.7. IEEE SA Letters of Assurance
1.7.1. Stuart J. Kerry asks if everyone is aware of the IEEE patent policy. Are there any questions?

1.7.1.1. No questions
1.7.2. Stuart asserts that this means members will adhere to the policies.

1.7.3. Stuart J. Kerry asks if any members have any new LOAs.
1.7.3.1. One document is submitted by Clint Chaplin from Symbol Technologies. Statements are pertaining to 11a, 11b, 11e, 11g, 11i, 11k, 11n, 11r, 11s, 11b.
1.7.4. Stuart J. Kerry asks if any members are aware of any patents applicable to the work of 802.11.
1.7.4.1. There are none.

1.8. Announcements

1.8.1. Stuart reminds members to watch their computers and possessions during the meetings. 
1.8.2. Members are requested to always wear their badge.

1.9. Interim meetings
1.9.1. September 17th, Melbourne Australia

1.9.1.1. There are 3 hotels, Holiday Inn Crowne Plaza (closest).

1.9.1.2. Early Registration 900$AU, 1100 late, 1300 on site.

1.9.2. November 12-17, Hyatt Dallas Downtown

1.9.3. January 14-19 2007, Hilton London Metropole

1.9.3.1. An 802 sponsored interim in one location. 

1.9.4. March 11-16, 2007, Orlando

1.9.5. May 2007.Montreal. 
1.9.5.1. Queen Elizabeth Fairmont.
1.9.6. July 2007 – San Francisco

1.9.7. Sept 11-16 2007, Hilton Waikoloa

1.9.8. November 2007 - Atlanta
1.9.9. Discussion

1.9.9.1. Jon Rosdahl requests that the May 08 meeting be moved to a week earlier. Al Petrick takes the action item.

1.9.9.2. Jon has put comments on the reflector to represent members’ opinions. 

1.9.9.3. Jon asks that due consideration of travel cost be given to meeting locations. 

1.9.9.4. Jim Petranovich – requests poll for May meeting preference. 
1.9.9.5. Straw poll: Preference for week of May:

1.9.9.5.1. Starting May 4th:   64
1.9.9.5.2. Starting May 11th   50
1.9.9.5.3. Starting May 18th.    14
1.10. ExCom Meeting Report
1.10.1. Stuart reports from the 802 ExCom. 
1.10.2. Denver had 1372 attendees, 131K expense surplus 93K. 
1.10.3. San Diego 521K expense, surplus 176K.

1.10.4. Standards board actions – 802.20 suspension. 

1.10.5. 802_comments@ieee.org for comments on 802.20 issues.

1.10.6. PARs to Nescom will be detailed later

1.10.7. Get802 program in 2007 is short by $200K. Looking for options to increase revenue – may prevent printing or downloading of standards unless paid.

1.10.8. Karen Kinney is appointed 802 ombudsman. 802ombudsman@ieee.org
1.10.9. Attendance software ad-hoc meeting will be Wednesday 4-5pm.

1.10.10. 802 designators – IEEE wants to change designations for standards. Example 802.11.2 instead of 802.11T. These are not finalized yet.

1.10.11. Tutorial review. Congestion control. CFI 802.3 for SG on higher speed Ethernet. 802.21 overview w/ Steve McCann. Body Area Networks.

1.10.12. ISO/IEC/JTC1 update

1.10.13. Architecture group – there a possible 802.11 SG on audio visual. 802.1 wants this to be their group.

1.10.14. 802 is now ITU-R and ITU-T sector member

1.10.15. 802.20 requested an appeal hearing. The request was denied, but there will be a limited appeal. 
1.11. 802 PAR updates

1.11.1. PAR extension for 11k

1.11.2. 802.1at

1.11.3. 802.1au

1.11.4. 802.1ah

1.11.5. 802.3av – 10g PON

1.11.6. 802.3ar – rate mgmt

1.11.7. 802.22.2 – recommended practice for installation and deploy

1.11.8. These are all posted on the reflector.
1.11.9. Stuart asks if there are any concerns or opinions on these PARs? None are stated. If any come up, they are due by 5pm Tuesday

1.12. Attendance Update

1.12.1. Harry Worstell presents the current voter status in document 06/994r1

1.12.1.1. 429 voters

1.12.1.2. 47 potential voters

1.12.1.3. 54 nearly voters

1.12.1.4. 266 aspirant voters

1.12.2. There is one slot extra credit given for Monday and Tuesday evening tutorials. Use WG for the classification.

1.12.3. Attendance server is at http://newton/11/attendance. Members have to fill out their contact information on this site before claiming attendance. Use proper name capitalization – lower case will collate to the end of the list.
1.12.4. Documents are at 802server.events.ieee.org
1.12.5. Members are advised to not try to use wirelessworld for contact info. Simply click “cancel” if prompted for contact info update.
1.12.6. Discussion of the 1200 series of document numbers that are already used. Harry will work on a solution.

1.12.7. Questions and Discussion
1.12.7.1. Stuart notes that 802.11 is the only one using the system.

1.12.7.2. Is there any tally showing your current attendance for the week? Harry – no we have not done that yet. It has to be post-processed. 

1.12.7.3. Harry states that this system will evolve to enable web-based letter ballots.
1.12.7.4. Does the local document server have FTP access? Yes – Harry will update the slides.
1.12.7.5. A member indicates that it will not accept entries without state – There are no states outside the USA.

1.13. 802.11k PAR extension

1.13.1. Stuart states that we will re-affirm the decision of the interim in this meeting (which was approved 57 : 0 : 6 in May 2006)

1.13.2. The motion is to reaffirm the motion to approve the 802.11k PAR. 

1.13.3. Move to reaffirm the decision: TGk requests the 802.11 WG to forward the proposed 11k PAR extension to 2011 (as found in document 06/806r0) to NESCOM for consideration of the extension of the PAR.
1.13.3.1. Moved Al Petrick
1.13.3.2. Second Richard Paine

1.13.3.3. Vote: motion passes 142 : 3 : 7
1.14. Policies and Procedures
1.14.1. Al Petrick presents document 06/1010r0

1.14.2. Current P&P is 05/456r0
1.14.3. The group was notified in May that the P&P update was posted and will be voted on
1.14.4. Update in 06/0812r2 will be voted upon this week.
1.14.5. The vote will be Friday at the closing plenary.
1.14.6. Al reviews the changes in the current version

1.14.6.1. Flow in chart 10.1.- removed paragraph references.

1.14.6.2. Clarification to 4 hour rule in 2.6 – motion does not have to be included. New text reads:
1.14.6.2.1. Motions may be made at appropriate times during the meetings (see ref. [rules3]) .  However, all technical changes to a draft shall be in a submission that has been accepted by document control according to document formats specified in section 2.5 and has been made available electronically for a period of not less than four active WG session hours.
1.14.6.3. Stuart notes that the CAC approved these changes with a vote of 14 : 0 : 1 for this change and wording.

1.14.6.4. Al reiterates that only the technical changes, not the motion, must be in the submission.
1.14.7. Discussion

1.14.7.1. David Hunter asks about working group hours. This WG doesn’t stat until Monday afternoon in a Plenary. Thus we can’t vote on anything today. 
1.14.7.2. Stuart notes that we have discussed this. There will be further amendments to allow documents to be submitted 48 hours before a meeting starts, there will be no restriction.

1.14.7.3. Clint Chaplin notes that the break counts, so we can start voting at 5:30.

1.15. Reports

1.15.1. Editor – Simon Barber

1.15.1.1. We will update the best practices document. Will update ISO status on Friday. There will be an editors meeting Tuesday at 7:00AM.

1.15.2. 802.18 report: Denis Kuahara 
1.15.2.1. Report in document 06/1013r0
1.15.2.2. OFcom consultation on radiated power levels in 2.4 and 5GHz bands. Proposing up to 10 watts in 2.4GHz band and 4W in 5GHz band. 

1.15.2.3. M.1450 draft will be on .11 WW Monday evening
1.15.3. WNG SG – Stephen McCann for TK Tan

1.15.3.1. The agenda is 06/944r1. There are two sessions, one 08:00 Tuesday, and one Wednesday in the mid-week plenary.
1.15.3.2. There are 7 submissions. 

1.15.3.3. There will be a presentation Tuesday regarding an AV Study Group. 

1.15.4. TGk – Richard Paine
1.15.4.1. There were telecoms since last meeting. This meeting will conclude LB83 comments, and will go to sponsor ballot.

1.15.4.2. There will be a vote on 06/925r0 (disassociate imminent) on Wednesday at 09:30

1.15.5. TGm – Bob O’Hara
1.15.5.1. The 2nd recirculation of 802.11rev-ma had results  99 : 11 : 8. Will conduct comment resolution this week. In Emma A. Will resolve 90 comments, and ask for approval for conditional approval process to go to RevCom. 

1.15.5.2. There is one interpretation request to process.

1.15.5.3. There are no updates or requests for ANA numbers.

1.15.6. TGn – Bruce Kraemer
1.15.6.1. TGn will conduct comment resolution. Will alternate between all-hands meetings and ad-hoc sessions which run 4 in parallel. Will vote on topics in all-hands sessions. Meeting in this room at 4pm. 

1.15.6.2. TGn will discuss interim ad-hoc meetings. In the September session, we will have only one room, which will impact ability to run concurrent meetings.

1.15.7. TGp – Harry Worstell for Lee Armstrong

1.15.7.1. TGp failed their first letter ballot. There have been teleconferences to discuss how to move forward. There will be a vote to determine whether the first draft will be a baseline. Then modifications will be accepted by 75% vote
1.15.8. TGr – Clint Chaplin

1.15.8.1. There are 1400 comments to be resolved – all but 70 have been resolved. There are 29 pending approval. There are 41 left to do this week, but they are challenging. 

1.15.8.2. Doc 537r20 is the current comment spreadsheet.

1.15.8.3. Motions are in 06/992.

1.15.8.4. Document 06/1000 is TGr agenda.

1.15.9. TGs – Donald Eastlake
1.15.9.1. Will resolve comments on internal draft review. The agenda is in 06/827r4. 

1.15.10. TGt – Charles Wright

1.15.10.1. Since May, there has been an internal review of draft 0.8. Will review and resolve this week. Comments are in 06/872r1. 

1.15.11. TGu – Steven McCann.
1.15.11.1. Agenda in 06.946r1. Will conduct downselection of proposals. Will review liaisons, and letters needed to other organizations. 

1.15.12. TGv – Pat Calhoun
1.15.12.1. Agenda in 06/927r1. Agenda is full, so no new submissions can be accepted.

1.15.12.2. Preparing for internal review in November and ballot in March 2007.
1.15.13. TGw – Jesse Walker

1.15.13.1. TGw will meet 3 times this week. Will resolve final comments from internal review. Hopefully will be ready for Letter Ballot

1.15.13.2. JTC1: The ballot resolution meeting in June approved 802.11i as the international standard. The JTC1 ad-hoc has no further work. ExCom believes the appropriate ISO liaison in at the 802 level.  There has been a re-examination of joint development between ISO and 802. 
1.15.14. TGy – Peter Ecclesine

1.15.14.1. Peter is pro-tem chair, and is the current only nominee. Stuart asks that any further nominations be submitted to TGy.
1.15.14.2. Agenda in 06/754r2. Will start with chair election. Will discuss PHY matters in first session. Document 06/955 and 855. 

1.15.14.3. MAC matters on Thursday 06.867 and 864. 
1.15.14.4. Will try to produce a first draft and vote on Thursday

1.15.14.5. Vote on chair will be 11:00 Tuesday. 

1.16. Closing
1.16.1. Any other business? 

1.16.1.1. None

1.16.2. Announcement
1.16.2.1. FTP information is in 06/994r1.

1.16.3. Recessed at 15:26
2. Midweek Plenary, Wednesday, July 19, 2006
2.1. Opening

2.1.1. The meeting is called to order at 10:38 by Stuart J. Kerry.
2.1.2. Following the agenda in 06/754r3
2.1.3. There are 247 people in the room.

2.2. Agenda 
2.2.1. Additional items are added in section 4.1 and 5.1 are added. 

2.2.2. There are no other additions or modifications.

2.2.3. The agenda is approved with unanimous consent

2.3. IEEE SA Letters of assurance
2.3.1. Members are all aware of patent policies.

2.3.2. The members assent to adhere
2.3.3. There are no LOAs or patents that the chair needs to be aware of.

2.4. Announcements

2.4.1. Chairs are requested to attend the CAC meeting Thursday

2.4.2. TGm has completed its work for the week, and are returning slots to the WG.

2.4.2.1. Stuart asks if any chairs need additional slots.

2.4.2.2. TGT requests PM1 Thursday. 

2.4.2.3. The room size is limited

2.4.2.4. TGw could use the PM1 slot. 

2.4.2.5. Stuart will take this as an action item to work out after this session. There is no dissent.

2.5. Attendance

2.5.1. No updates or changes

2.5.2. All members are familiar with the system and have no questions.

2.6. Reports from Liaisons
2.6.1. 802.18 – Denis Kuahara

2.6.1.1. Report in 06/989r1
2.6.1.2. Working on updating ITU-R M.1450 document. RR-TAG approved the updated document.
2.6.1.3. Developing comments on Ofcom consultation on higher power devices.

2.6.1.4. FCC is concerned with potential of interference from 802.11n. We are waiting for FCC official position.
2.6.1.5. RR-TAG does not want to change requirements for 5120 band.
2.6.1.6. Planning liaison with P11073 for wireless medical equipment.

2.6.1.7. Discussion
2.6.1.7.1. Requests expansion of the FCC issue with 11n interference. 

2.6.1.7.2. Denis says we are not taking any action until the FCC issues a comment. This was from informal discussion with FCC members.

2.6.1.7.3. Stuart directs the RR-TAG to continue to track this issue.

2.6.1.7.4. The concern is specifically with Pre-N devices.
2.6.2. 802.19 – Sheung Li
2.6.2.1. There were three items on the .19 agenda. 

2.6.2.2. 802.19 reviewed the 802.11n CA document. 11n may provide additional input regarding Bluetooth and Zigbee. 

2.6.2.3. There was an informational presentation from TGT, regarding new tests for assessing the interference between 802.11n and Bluetooth. Requests TGk to present measurement mechanism to 802.19 for use in coexistence mitigation.

2.6.2.4. 802.19 suggests that TGy should provide analysis of their protocol.

2.6.2.5. Peter asks that the members who created the 802.11n CA document volunteer to create one for TGy

2.6.3. 802.21 – David Hunter
2.6.3.1. Report in 06/1067r0
2.6.3.2. Media Independent Handover – between heterogeneous networks. Transition between 802.11 and other 802 networks. 

2.6.3.3. 802.21 Tutorial will be posted at 802 tutorials site.

2.6.3.4. 802.21 can be implemented as a layer 2.5 above the MAC.
2.6.3.5. 802.21 is currently in Letter Ballot, with an upcoming recirculation.  LB1 had only 26% approval.
2.6.3.6. Held joint meeting with 802.11u, and tracking developments in 802.11r.
2.6.4. 802.22 – open position
2.6.4.1. Any volunteers for liaison? There are none.

2.6.5. 802 Architecture Group

2.6.5.1. Roger Durand presents 06/1065r1

2.6.5.2. Attempts to address architectural issues with a cross-WG consensus. 
2.6.5.3. Areas of discussion in July: Audio Video Sync, 
2.6.5.4. Areas of possible future work: E911, QoS across 802, 802.3 link aggregation, Service interface harmonization across 802, power management & energy consumption, 64bit vs. 48 bit MAC addresses issues for bridging.
2.6.5.5. Wireless Architecture is now an official subgroup of 802 architecture.  We are working on a tutorial. There is some consideration of whether wireless architecture should become a working group.  
2.6.5.6. There are concerns that the architecture groups are non-productive due to inter-WG divisions and rivalries. 

2.6.6. WiFi Alliance – Clint Chaplin
2.6.6.1. Report in 06/1073r0

2.6.6.2. Last meeting in June. 

2.6.6.3. TGn status. First testbed plugfest is this month. There was also a compatibility test event in June. 

2.6.6.4. Enterprise voice MRD has been approved, working on test plan.
2.6.6.5. Simple Config has been accepted by board, and tech group is now working on test plan.

2.6.7. JC61 – Tim Wakeley
2.6.7.1. Not Present – 3rd call. The liaison position is open.

2.6.8. IETF – Dorothy Stanley
2.6.8.1. Report in document 06/1018r0
2.6.8.2. IETF met last week in Montreal. 

2.6.8.3. IETF requests 802.11 inputs on EAP Keying draft v14.

2.6.8.4. Network selection document on last call. TGu may have comments.

2.6.8.5. IETF is working on benchmarking methodology – IETF asks if an 802.11 switch is in scope. This has been assigned to TGT to make a determination.

2.6.8.6. CAPWAP WG has generated documents for objectives and evaluation = available as RFCs. Now at Version 2.

2.6.8.7. Geographic location and privacy group has updated their document.

2.6.9. JTC1/SC6 – Jesse Walker
2.6.9.1. 802.11i has been ratified as an international standard. SC6 is reviewing the working agreement between 802 and SC6. Comments are due to JTC1 editor in November. 802 will evaluate in ExCom.

2.6.9.2. Stuart notes that 802.11g, h, and I were all on the list.

2.6.9.3. Stuart thanks Jesse for the effort in this ad hoc group.

2.6.10. 3GPP – Sabine Demel
2.6.10.1. Presentation in document 06/1066r1
2.6.10.2. 802.11u created liaison letter to 3GPP SA3 regarding the need for MAC address anonymity. TGu will continue discussion on Thursday. 

2.6.11. TIA – Ariel Sharon
2.6.11.1. No presentation

2.6.11.2. TIA is considering broadband for safety. Considering 802.11 and 802.16. 802.11s is suitable and working for use cases in simulation.

2.6.12. 3GPP2
2.6.12.1. Open position. There are no volunteers.

2.7. Agenda Change

2.7.1. Stuart asks to move up item 5.1 to before the WNG session

2.7.2. The agenda modification is approved with unanimous consent

2.8. Item 5.1 RR-TAG document approval

2.8.1. Denis Kuahara presents document 18-06-0035-03-0000_Annotated_document (M.1450_r1).doc 
2.8.2. This document needs to be filed with ITU-R.
2.8.3. The document has been edited and updated. Denis reviews the changes, which removed a lot of obsolete information, and adds new information such as 802.11j. 
2.8.4. The document describes frequency bands, channelization, occupied bandwidth, power, spectrum mask, etc. 
2.8.5. Questions from the floor

2.8.5.1. There is a mis-spelling of Hiperlan. There are two types of Hiswan. 

2.8.5.2. This document addresses IEEE-specifics only. Therefore details related to other standard are not germane. 

2.8.6. Move to approve the content of RR-TAG document doc: 11-06-1020-03-0000_Annotated_document (M.1450_r1).doc, related to the 802.11 parameters
2.8.6.1. Moved Denis Kuahara

2.8.6.2. Second Peter Ecclesine

2.8.6.3. Vote: Motion passes 85:0:29
2.9. WNG
2.9.1. The 802.11 working group recesses for the Wireless Next Generation Standing Committee session

2.9.2. The WNG standing committee agenda is in 06/944r2
2.9.3. The WNG minutes are contained in document. <…>
2.10. Recess
2.10.1. The meeting is recessed at 12:30pm

3. Closing Plenary, Friday, July 21, 2006
3.1. Opening
3.1.1. The meeting is called to order by Stuart J. Kerry at 08:10
3.1.2. There are 133 people in the room.

3.2. Agenda

3.2.1. The Agenda is in 06/754 r4
3.2.2. Stuart reviews the agenda for the body
3.2.3. There are new items

3.2.3.1. Appeals information

3.2.3.2. WG Policies and Procedures additions
3.2.3.3. ITU-R input from RR-TAG, document update.
3.2.4. Further changes from the floor
3.2.4.1. Jon Rosdahl suggests the TGn Ad Hoc financial report. It will be presented in the TGn update.

3.2.5. Approval

3.2.5.1. The agenda is approved with unanimous consent

3.3. Letters of Assurance

3.3.1. The chair has not received any other LOAs.

3.3.2. The chair verifies that the bodies are aware of patent law and our rules and regulations pertaining.

3.4. Announcements
3.4.1. The Meeting Reports from chairs are due in one week.

3.5. WG Documentation update

3.5.1. Harry Worstell describes the new system that is being developed to replace 802wirelessworld. We have been working with the IEEE IT staff. 

3.6. Policies and Procedures

3.6.1. Al Petrick presents document 06/1011r1 on the P&P update. The newest P&P is document 06/812r2. It will be approved in a motion later this morning.

3.7. Appeals and Reflector Information Update
3.7.1. Harry Worstell presents document 06/1129r1, describing how the IEEE appeals process operates: 
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doc.: IEEE 802.11-06/1129r1

Submission

Appeal Tutorial

Notice:

This document has been prepared to assist IEEE 802.11. It is offered as a basis for discussion and is not binding on the contributing individual(s) or organization(s). The material in 

this document is subject to change in form and content after further study. The contributor(s) reserve(s) the right to add, amend or withdraw material contained herein.

Release:

The contributor grants a free, irrevocable license to the IEEE to incorporate material contained in this contribution, and any modifications thereof, in the creation of an IEEE 

Standards publication; to copyright in the IEEE’s name any IEEE Standards publication even though it may include portions of this contribution; and at the IEEE’s sole discretion to permit 

others to reproduce in whole or in part the resulting IEEE Standards publication. The contributor also acknowledges and accepts that this contribution may be made public by IEEE 802.11.

Patent Policy and Procedures:

The contributor is familiar with the IEEE 802 Patent Policy and Procedures <http:// ieee802.org/guides/bylaws/sb-bylaws.pdf>, including the statement 

"IEEE standards may include the known use of patent(s), including 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." Early disclosure to the Working Group of patent information that might be relevant to the standard is 

essential to reduce the possibility for delays in the development process and increase the likelihood that the draft publication will be approved for publication. Please notify the Chair 

<stuart.kerry@philips.com> as early as possible, in written or electronic form, if patented technology (or technology under patent application) might be incorporated into a draft standard being 

developed within the IEEE 802.11 Working Group. 

If you have questions, contact the IEEE Patent Committee Administrator at <patcom@ieee.org>.

Date:

2006-19-07

Name  Company  Address  Phone  email   Harry Worstell  AT&T  180 Park Ave   Florham Park, NJ  973 - 236 - 6915  hworstell@research.att.com                            

Authors:
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Appeal Tutorial

•

Prior to an appeal, a significant attempt should be made to resolve concerns informally

• If the informal attempts to resolve a concern are unsuccessful and a formal complaint is filed

Appeal brief

• Appellant shall file a written appeal brief with the WG Secretary 

within 30 days after the date of notification/occurrence of an action or 

at any time with respect to inaction.

• Appeal brief shall :

• State the nature of the objection(s) including any resulting 

adverse effects

• The clause(s) of the procedures or the standard(s) that are at 

issue

• Actions or inaction that are at issue

• The specific remedial action(s) that would satisfy the appellant’s 

concerns

• Previous efforts to resolve the objection(s) and the outcome of 

each shall be noted.
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• Appellant shall include complete documentation of all claims in the appeal brief.

• Within 20 days of receipt of the appeal brief WG Secretary

:

• shall send the appellant a written acknowledgment of receipt of the appeal 

brief

• shall send the appellee (the Chair of the WG) a copy of the appeal brief 

and acknowledgment,

• shall send the parties a written notice of the time and location of the 

hearing (“hearing notice”) with the appeals panel

• Hearing with the appeals panel shall be scheduled at the location set for, 

and during the period of, the first  plenary session that is at least 60 days 

after mailing of the hearing notice by the WG Secretary

Appeal brief 

(cont)
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Reply brief

• Within 45 days after receipt of the hearing notice

• Appellee should send the appellant and WG Secretary a written reply brief 

• Appellee shall specifically addressing each allegation of fact in the appeal 

brief to the extent of the appellee’s knowledge

• Appellee shall include complete documentation supporting all statements 

contained in the reply brief
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Appeals Panel

• IEEE 802 WG Chair 

• Shall appoint from the appeals pool an appeals panel consisting of:

• A chair 

• Two other members of the panel 

• Who have not been directly involved in the matter in dispute

• Who will not be materially or directly affected by any decision made 

or to be made in the process of resolving the dispute

• At least two members shall be acceptable to the appellant 

• At least two shall be acceptable to the appellee

• If the parties to the appeal cannot agree on an appeals panel within a 

reasonable amount of time, the whole matter shall be referred to the WG Chair 

for consideration utilizing the Chair’s Advisory Committee where applicable.
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Conduct of the Hearing

• Hearing shall be open 

• Except under the most exceptional circumstances

• At the discretion of the WG chair

• Appellant has the burden of demonstrating  

• Adverse effects

• Improper actions or inaction

• The efficacy of the requested remedial action

• Appellee has the burden of demonstrating

• The committee took all actions relative to the appeal in compliance with its 

procedures

• The requested remedial action would be ineffective or detrimental

• Each party may adduce other pertinent arguments, 
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• Members of the appeals panel may address questions to individuals before the 

panel

• Appeals panel shall only consider documentation included in the appeal brief and 

reply brief, unless

• Significant new evidence has come to light; and

• Such evidence reasonably was not available to the appellant or appellee, as 

appropriate, at the time of filing; and

• Such evidence was provided by the appellant or appellee, as appropriate, to 

the other parties as soon as it became available.

• Information shall be provided at least two weeks before the date of the appeals 

panel hearing.

Conduct of the Hearing 

(cont.)
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Appeals Panel Decision

• Appeals panel shall 

• Render its decision in writing within 30 days of the hearing

• Stating findings of fact and conclusions

• With reasons there for, based on a preponderance of the evidence

• Consideration may be given to the following positions, among others, in 

formulating the decision

• Finding for the appellant, 

• Remanding the action to the appellee, with a specific statement 

of the issues and facts in regard to which fair and equitable 

action was not taken

• Finding against the appellant, 

• with a specific statement of the facts that demonstrate fair and 

equitable treatment of the appellant and the appellant’s 

objections

• Finding that new, substantive evidence has been introduced

• remanding the entire action to the appropriate group for 

reconsideration
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Request for Re-hearing

• Decision of the appeals panel shall become final 30 days after it is issued

• unless one of the parties files a written notice of request for re-

hearing prior to that date with the WG Secretary in which case the 

decision of the appeals panel shall be stayed pending review by the 

WG Chair utilizing the Chair’s Advisory Committee where applicable. 

• At that time, the WG Chair shall decide

• To adopt the report of the appeals panel, and thereby deny the 

request for re-hearing; or

• To direct the appeals panel to conduct a re-hearing.

• Further complaints if a re-hearing is denied shall be referred to the LMSC 

Chair.


3.7.2. Stuart states that this policy does not preclude members from going directly to the 802 or IEEE standards board. This is the procedure for 802.11 as decided by the WG chair.

3.7.3. Harry presents the procedures for reflectors in document 06/1130r0

3.7.4. Harry shows the link for reflector requests on the 802.11 home page. It is on the front page of the web site under the document search and retrieval engine section. It is also available from the menus.

3.7.5. Members must have attended a meeting with at least 75% attendance. 
3.7.6. The WG reflector is mandatory. 

3.7.7. Members can be removed from the reflector with a link on this page and clicking the “leave” button. Members should not send remove requests to the reflector. 

3.7.8. Reflectors are for official business of the WG or Task Groups only, limited to primarily technical presentations. 

3.7.9. Many members’ companies put email confidentiality notices at the end of emails. This is not allowed per IEEE rules. Members that post such messages will be removed from the reflector. Members are encouraged to work with their IT departments to suppress such messages when posting to IEEE reflectors. IEEE reflectors are publicly disseminated to members and posted to public website archives.
3.7.10. Stuart asks if there are any questions. There are none.
3.7.11. Stuart notes that the P&P updates in each meeting will include a review of appeals and reflector use.

3.8. Timeline Update
3.8.1. Stuart notes that the timeline is used by IEEE, press, tracking of progress, and for archival purposes.

3.8.2. Tim Godfrey announces the changes to the timeline for this meeting.

3.8.2.1. TGk – Moving first Sponsor ballot 1 Nov 06. 

3.8.2.2. TGm - there is a change for TGm 

3.8.2.3. TGn - yes ( WG recirc / pool May 07, SB1 Sep 07, Final WG Jan 08. RevCom Mar 08, Pub Apr 08.

3.8.2.4. TGp

3.8.2.5. TGr

3.8.2.6. TGs

3.8.2.7. TGt

3.8.2.8. TGu

3.8.2.9. TGv -v   (add 6 months)

3.8.2.10. TGw - Push out one meeting

3.8.2.11. TGy
3.9. WG Editors Report
3.9.1. Simon Barber presents document 06/1131r0

3.9.2. 802.11g and 802.11h are close the end of the ISO SC6 approval process. No further internationalization is underway.
3.9.3. The editors’ guideline document was updated. It is 06/530r1. 

3.10. Straw Poll on meeting location
3.10.1. Stuart asks members their opinions on the meeting:
3.10.1.1. Did you think this was a good location? It is apparently unanimous that members liked the location.

3.10.1.2. Did any members have network problems? Only 802.1x was a problem this week.

3.10.1.3. About a dozen members hated the social. Many members want the social improved.

3.10.1.4. Stuart J. Kerry notes that there is an effort to improve the social for November.
3.11. WNG Report – Al Petrick for TK Tan

3.11.1. Report in document 06/1123r1
3.11.2. Presentations 
3.11.2.1. 802.11 amendments to support Consumer Electronic Applications: Technical Requirements (11-06-0898r2)

3.11.2.2. Layer 3 based MESH networking (11-06-0916r1)

3.11.2.3. MIMO-OFDM Beamforming (11-06-0979r0)

3.11.2.4. Multi-media challenges for IEEE 802.11 (11-06-0892r1)

3.11.2.5. WLAN for next generation AV: Motion for SG Creation (11-06-1021r1)
3.11.3. A motion to form an AV Study Group was approved.

3.11.4. Comments
3.11.4.1. Stuart notes that the purpose of the mid-week WNG session in the WG plenary was for tutorials and interchange of information – not a continuation of business.  The format of the session will be changed in the next meeting.

3.12. TGk – Richard Paine

3.12.1. Report in document 06/1121r0

3.12.2. Objectives were to complete LB83 comment resolution, initiate a recirculation ballot, and transition to the new editor (Joe Kwak).

3.12.2.1. Stuart notes that Simon Barber will continue at co-technical editor for the WG

3.12.3. 210 comments were resolved

3.12.4. Sept Objectives – process comments from Recirc ballot, hopefully go to another Recirc or Sponsor ballot.

3.12.5. November objectives – start sponsor ballot.

3.12.6. Will have teleconferences starting 7/27
3.12.7. Discussion of Disassociate Imminent issue

3.12.7.1. There 04/330r0 is the minutes from the meeting when this comment was processed. The resolution was to remove disassociate imminent. The text for the vote was on the server for a week. The editor was present and had sufficient information to complete.
3.12.7.2. Marty met with the chairs in March 06. The CAC decided to put Disassociate Imminent re-insertion to a vote. Richard formed a document (06/925r0) and brought it to a vote. The vote was 7 : 19 : 4 ) 27% approval. 

3.12.8. The motion for recirculation of TGk will be brought up later in this meeting

3.12.9. Discussion

3.12.9.1. Roger Durand states that the facts in document1121r0 reflect only half of the argument. 

3.13. TGma / ANA – Bob O’Hara
3.13.1. Report in 06/1019r0 (shortened version)
3.13.2. Goals were to process interpretation request, process comments on 2nd Recirc ballot, and start 3rd recirculation ballot.

3.13.3. 90 comments were received. 43 were processed and resolutions were adopted, and 47 were assigned to the editor. All comments were addressed.

3.13.4. There will be motions brought forward later in this meeting. The motions will request to approve resolutions, and start 3rd sponsor recirculation ballot. 
3.13.5. The interpretation request had to do with interaction of RTS/CTS and fragmentation. The response was that the standard is unambiguous, although not easy to locate the information.

3.13.6. Another motion will be brought forward to accept the response.

3.13.7. ANA update – there will be motions later this morning for assignment of management actions.

3.14. Aside Comments

3.14.1. Stuart notes that TGk has not started sponsor ballot, but the pool has to be re-formed. The TGk Sponsor Ballot pool will issue an invitation to refresh. Members who wish to remain in the pool should respond to the invitation. It is a re-start

3.15. TGn – Bruce Kraemer

3.15.1. Report in document 06/1122r0

3.15.2. There were 4 parallel ad-hoc groups to prepare comment resolutions, and several all-hands sessions to approve comment resolutions with the entire TG.

3.15.3. Coming into the meeting 43% of comments had been addressed. 

3.15.4. At the end of this week, 49% of the comments have been addressed. Some categories are nearly completed, but some of the more difficult topics still need more work.

3.15.5. There was considerable work on editorial issues. We have completed editorial comment resolutions for about 6700 editorial changes. The resolutions were approved and submitted as a TGn draft 1.02. Submission 06/1043 is a pointer to the draft.

3.15.6. There are a set of spreadsheets for comment resolutions. 
3.15.7. TGn will continue teleconferences weekly and there will be ad-hoc comment resolution meetings before September and November meetings, and one in October 17-19.
3.15.8. Jon Rosdahl presents the financial report for the ad-hoc meeting. 
3.15.8.1. These are un-audited preliminary results. The estimate was for 50 attendees. The budget was $16,282. Jon thanks Qualcomm for contributing $5000 to defray costs. There was a meeting fee of $230. There were 59 attending. There was a remaining balance (estimated) of about $300. There is still a question of how much the credit card charges are, and an outstanding shipping bill. These results will be sent to the wireless treasurer, with supporting receipts.

3.15.8.2. Stuart J. Kerry states that Al Petrick will verify with the IEEE treasurer that all policies and procedures were followed. 

3.15.8.3. Any residual money will go to Face To Face events, not the Wireless Treasury.

3.15.8.4. Adrian Stephens notes that $1000 for handling 50 registrations seems to be excessive.
3.15.9. Bruce Kraemer congratulates the membership and editors on the excellent progress that is being made.
3.16. TGp – Harry Worstell for Lee Armstrong
3.16.1. Report in document 06/1116r0

3.16.2. TGp continued comment resolution for LB81.
3.16.3. There were 3 sessions.

3.16.4. The TG voted to use the previous TGp draft as the baseline for moving forward. 

3.16.5. There were 6 presentations

3.16.6. The group continued comment resolution on clause 20.

3.16.7. Presentations
3.16.7.1. Liaison Report - ISO, 

3.16.7.2. Liaison Report - P1609

3.16.7.3. 11-06-0890-03-000p-waveupdates-clauses5-7-9-10-11

3.16.7.4. 11-06-1005-00-000p-medium-congestion-control-framework

3.16.7.5. 11-06-1017-02-000p-wave-motion-related-channel-model-development
3.16.8. Will have draft ready for approval after the September 2006 meeting.

3.16.9. Thanks to Harry Worstell for chairing this week

3.17. TGr - Clint Chaplin

3.17.1. Report in 06/1119r2

3.17.2. Clint notes that there are 28 comments that need to be re-addressed
3.17.3. Presentations
3.17.3.1. 11-06-0685-00-000r-resource-query-procedures.doc 

3.17.3.2. 11-06-0814-01-000r-rdie-status-codes.doc

3.17.3.3. 11-06-0815-01-000r-rdie-without-count.doc

3.17.3.4. 11-06-0819-01-000r-d2-1-checkup.xls 

3.17.3.5. 11-06-0832-02-000r-preauthentication.doc

3.17.3.6. 11-06-0903-02-000r-qos-resource-construction.doc

3.17.3.7. 11-06-0948-01-000r-updates-to-tgr-security-clauses.doc

3.17.3.8. 11-06-0961-00-000r-identifying-cached-pmk-r1s-during-fast-transition.doc

3.17.3.9. 11-06-0999-01-000r-make-before-break-tentative-reassociation.doc

3.17.3.10. 11-06-1035-01-000r-d2-1-updates.ppt

3.17.3.11. 10 documents
3.17.4. There will be an ad-hoc August 22nd through August 24th in Santa Clara, California
3.17.5. There will be weekly teleconferences 
3.17.6. Draft 2.2 has been developed and is available.
3.17.7. In September, TGr will continue LB82 comment resolutions.
3.18. TGs – Donald Eastlake
3.18.1. Report in document 06/1126r0
3.18.2. The task group has been addressing comments from the informal review, and from new presentations.

3.18.3. A new draft incorporating these changes will be developed as D0.03

3.18.4. There will be teleconferences starting August 2nd.
3.18.5. In September, TGs will complete resolutions of comments, and conduct Letter Ballot

3.19. TGT – Charles Wright

3.19.1. Report in document 06/1004r0

3.19.2. There were 14 hours of meeting time.

3.19.3. Started comment resolution from internal review.

3.19.4. 20 of 201 comments were resolved, and 10 presentations were heard.

3.19.5. BMWG liaison with IETF – straw poll indicated TGT did not want to take up this work. 
3.19.6. In September, the TG will continue comment resolution. Expect to have a draft for Letter Ballot in November.

3.20. TGu – Stephen McCann
3.20.1. Report in document 06/ 1125r0

3.20.2. There were 6 proposal presentations, 3 were approved:
3.20.2.1. SSPN Interface

3.20.2.2. User Plane

3.20.2.3. Emergency Calls
3.20.3. The editor will form a baseline document for review in September. 

3.20.4. There will be revised presentations for Authentication, Network Selection, and MIH (Media Independent Handover) in September.
3.20.5. There were liaison interchanges with:
3.20.5.1. 3GPP SA3 (11-06-1095r0)

3.20.5.2. ETSI TISPAN (11-06-1094r0)

3.20.5.3. TR 41.4 (11-06-1113r0)

3.20.5.4. IETF EAP (11-06-1114r0)
3.20.6. Stuart J. Kerry notes that Stephen will not be present in September, so Harry Worstell will serve as TGu Chair.
3.21. TGv – Pat Calhoun

3.21.1. Report in 06/0927r4

3.21.2. Submissions:
3.21.2.1. 11-06-0498-01-000v-transmitpowermanagement

3.21.2.2. 11-05-1068-04-000v-multilevelrfpower

3.21.2.3. 11-06-0646-03-000v-interference-diagnostic-presentation

3.21.2.4. 11-06-0956-00-000v_Preferred_Channel_Power_Saving.ppt

3.21.2.5. 11-06-0636-01-000v-standby-time-improvements

3.21.2.6. 11-06-0711-01-000v-managed-object-request-response

3.21.2.7. 11-06-0737-00-000v-application-layer-location

3.21.2.8. 11-06-0656-00-000v-wlan-paging-power-saving

3.21.2.9. 11-06-0950-00-000v-WLAN Paging and Idle Mode

3.21.2.10. 11-06-0947-00-000v-bc-and-mc-enhancements 

3.21.2.11. 11-06-0984-00-000v-time-synchronization-over-802-3-and-802-11-lans-av-applications 

3.21.2.12. 11-06-0975-00-000v-Dynamic signaling of parameter for target network behavior and operation

3.21.2.13. 11-06-0388-03-000v-bss-channel-switch
3.21.3. Pat notes that some objectives have low interest.
3.21.4. The first Letter ballot has been pushed out by 6 months.

3.21.5. One proposal was adopted - 11-06-0947-00-000v-bc-and-mc-enhancements
3.22. TGw and JTC1/SC6 – Jesse Walker

3.22.1. Report in document 06/1115r0

3.22.2. Heard 16 submissions, resolved all but 2 issues from internal review.
3.22.3. Will not go to letter ballot at this meeting.

3.22.4. Jesse Walker will not be available in September. Donald Eastlake will serve as substitute chair, per Stuart’s approval.

3.22.5. There are outstanding issues in CCMP forgery protection. There are two proposals under consideration.

3.22.5.1. Proposal 1: document 11-06-1063-01: allocate a reserved bit in the CCM Nonce to indicate management frame

3.22.5.1.1. Issue: Concern that some implementations may not support this

3.22.5.1.2. Motion to adopt 11-06-1063-01 failed 9-6-3

3.22.5.2. Proposal 2:  document 11-06-1080-00: set the priority used in the CCMP construction to 0x00 (priority not available in management frames)

3.22.5.2.1. Issue: A key reuse attack exists against the 11-06-1080 construction (see 11-06-929)

3.22.5.2.2. Motion to adopt 11-06-1080-00 failed 7-8-2

3.22.6. Both presentations were rejected due to issues

3.22.7. Issue with Use of MIC information element to protect against broadcast forgeries

3.22.7.1. Requires this MIC to be the last information element in a management message

3.22.7.2. This causes extensibility problems

3.22.7.3. 11-06-1107-00 proposes an elegant solution

3.22.7.4. Define a new secure broadcast management frame format that includes a fixed field MIC after the data field that legacy STAs will parse as an information element
3.22.8. Goals for September
3.22.8.1. Resolve the remaining two comments outstanding from the internal review

3.22.8.2. Produce P802.11w D1.0

3.22.8.3. Ask the Task Group to conduct a letter ballot for P802.11w D1.0

3.22.8.4. Hear any other technical presentations relevant to the 802.11w PAR
3.22.9. JTC1 report in 06/1118r0

3.22.9.1. Passed motions to

3.22.9.1.1. Recommend that the JTC1/SC6 SG be allowed to lapse (4-0-1)

3.22.9.1.2. Recommend that the JTC1/SC6 Ad Hoc be converted to a Standing Committee (5-0-0)

3.22.9.1.3. The SC would meet only upon need, e.g., to support the IEEE SA effort to decide on its long term international standards strategy

3.22.9.1.4. Wrote document 11-06-1117, inviting China to collaborate with IEEE 802 to develop LAN standards

3.22.9.1.5. Ask the WG to forward 11-06-1117 to the IEEE 802 ExCom to forward to the Chinese agencies SAC, CESI, MOFCOM
3.22.9.2. The JTC1 Study Group will lapse and not meet in September. 

3.22.9.3. The JTC1 Ad-Hoc will convert to a Standing Committee, which can address issues with ISO as they arise in the future. The IEEE is trying to form a long term strategy for the relation between IEEE and ISO. This SC could provide a method for input.
3.22.9.4. We decided to renew the invitation to China to participate in developing WLAN standards. The ad-hoc committee didn’t want to send the wrong message by simply dissolving the Study Group without attempting to foster further participation.

3.22.9.5. Stuart J. Kerry asks if there is any dissent for the decision to let the JTC1 SC6 Study Group Lapse.
3.22.9.5.1. There is no dissent. So moved and approved.

3.22.9.6. Stuart J. Kerry states that he will convert the ad hoc to a standing committee in hibernation, per his authority as WG chair.
3.22.9.6.1. Jesse Walker is appointed as the chair of the hibernating Standing Committee

3.23. TGy – Peter Ecclesine
3.23.1. Document 06/1024r2
3.23.2. Adopted 855r3 as first draft
3.23.3. Heard presentation of Clause 17, Annex A PICS and Annex D MIB for an OFDM PHY CCA/Energy Detect option Concerns about Clause 17 OFDM PHY operation, how to bound changes to 3650-3700 MHz band only
3.23.4. Heard Presentation of 06/867r2, 864r2. 
3.23.5. Work completed:
3.23.5.1. The following normative text has been accepted and will be integrated into the TGy draft:

3.23.5.2. 06/855r3 Annex I and J 3650 MHz Band
3.23.6. In September will talk about clear channel assessment, channel width. 
3.23.7. Stuart J. Kerry states that there was a call for volunteers for TGy chair. The Task Group nominated and approved Peter Ecclesine with a vote of 30:2:0. Stuart J. Kerry accepts Peter Ecclesine as TGy chair, as recommended by the TG.

3.24. Old Business – WG Motions
3.24.1. Move to empower the following TG(s)/SG(s)/Ad-Hoc(s) to hold teleconference calls beginning no sooner than August 1, 2006 through 15 days past the end of the November 2006 Plenary Session.
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3.24.1.1. Moved Al Petrick
3.24.1.2. Second Peter E

3.24.1.3. Discussion

3.24.1.3.1. Charles Wright points out that some teleconferences start before the 15 day window in this motion. There may be teleconferences next week.

3.24.1.4. Vote: The motion is approved with unanimous consent
3.24.2. Move to empower the 802.11 WG, Task Groups, SGs, and SCs to hold meetings during the September 2006 Interim Session to conduct business as deemed necessary.
3.24.2.1. Moved Al Petrick

3.24.2.2. Second Pat Calhoun

3.24.2.3. Discussion

3.24.2.3.1. None

3.24.2.4. Vote: Motion approved with unanimous consent

3.24.3. Move that document doc:06/812r2 becomes the policies and procedures for IEEE 802.11WG, and be posted on the IEEE 802.11 WG website after the close of the IEEE 802.11WG July 2006 plenary.
3.24.3.1. Moved Al Petrick

3.24.3.2. Second Jon Rosdahl

3.24.3.3. Discussion

3.24.3.3.1. Stuart asks if any comments have been received. Al says there have been no comments received.

3.24.3.3.2. Jon Rosdahl states that the document is 06/812r2, but the actual posted document will be R3, and the redline markings will be removed. Content will not be changed otherwise. This motion is on the content of R2.

3.24.3.3.3. Adrian Stephens asks about changes in the draft posting policy. Does this reflect it?

3.24.3.3.4. Stuart J. Kerry states that there will be further amendment in the next revision regarding postings out of session.

3.24.3.3.5. There is a need for more explicit instructions for editors for posting intermediate drafts. Adrian offers to draft text.

3.24.3.3.6. Stuart J. Kerry states that Al and Adrian will work on changes for the next revision.

3.24.3.3.7. Al Petrick states that anyone with suggestions for changes should send email to him.

3.24.3.4. Vote: Motion passes 75 : 2 : 9
3.24.4. Motion:  To approve the content of  RR-TAG document 18-06/0050r0 related to the 8902.11 parameters in table 1 (key technical parameters
3.24.4.1. Moved Peter Murray

3.24.4.2. Discussion

3.24.4.2.1. Peter states that we are asking for two additional columns in the table: Uncoded / convolution coding. There is a new column for frame duration

3.24.4.2.2. RR-TAG Asking for approval to add this to the document.

3.24.4.2.3. Stuart asks if the document has been presented to the membership in time.

3.24.4.2.4. Peter says it has missed the 4 hour rule. However it is only information that already exists, just being transferred to this document.

3.24.4.2.5. Stuart J. Kerry asks who has reviewed the data in 802.11? Peter E, Jon R, and Naftali Chayat. Jon did not see anything in error. 

3.24.4.2.6. Anuj asks if this is only the mandatory modes of 11b and 11g. There are many optional modes.
3.24.4.2.7. Peter says this is not meant to be comprehensive. There is an annex pointing to source documents in the standards.

3.24.4.2.8. Anuj has an issue with the inconsistency of optional modes – should be either all options or none.
3.24.4.2.9. Peter notes that the tables come from the ITU-R. We are just adding the relevant information. 

3.24.4.2.10. Stuart notes that we have two experts from our group to approve this data, since it is on a deadline. 
3.24.4.2.11. It has to be in Geneva in 2 weeks.

3.24.4.2.12. Stuart J. Kerry will assign two experts to provide the content on behalf of this group. 

3.24.4.2.13. It has to go to ExCom. 

3.24.4.2.14. Stuart requests to defer this item to the end of the agenda

3.24.4.2.14.1. There is no objection.

3.24.5. Move that the WNG SC recommends that the IEEE 802.11 WG form a Study Group to examine the performance requirements imposed on WLAN by multimedia applications.
3.24.5.1. Moved Al Petrick on behalf of WNG SC
3.24.5.2. Second Scott Henderson
3.24.5.3. Discussion

3.24.5.3.1. Andrew Myles is against the motion. There have been presentations regarding AV, which are typical marketing stuff. The problem has never been defined – why 802.11e or 802.11n will not satisfy the goals. 802.11 already has a huge number of Task Groups underway – we don’t have time to look at this without a problem definition. Suggests that the proposers establish what the problem is to be solved. 
3.24.5.3.2. Stuart asks to limit debate to 15 minutes

3.24.5.3.2.1. There is no objection.

3.24.5.3.3. Each member may speak twice, alternating for and against.
3.24.5.3.4. Ken Clements is for the motion. This is just a motion to study AV. We don’t know if we have a problem until we study it.

3.24.5.3.5. Adrian Stephens is against. In favor of looking at video in 802.11, but there doesn’t seem to be a clear focus yet.  Have we formed a turf war with 802.1av? This work may infringe on 802.1av. Needs to see more research on where there are problems to solve. In reality, study groups don’t find that there is nothing to do.

3.24.5.3.6. Charles Cook is for. Would like to use use wireless to eliminate video cables in the home. Currently the technology does not support it. Need to figure out what can be done.
3.24.5.3.7. Clint Chaplin is against, for the reason of time. There are 10 task groups in 802.11. Besides TGma, none will finish their work before the end of 2007. This would diffuse our effort further.
3.24.5.3.8. Jesse Walker states that the motion is confusing. It references performance requirements – should it state that it would form a PAR and 5C. 
3.24.5.3.9. Stephen McCann answers that the original motion as presented did include the words produce a PAR and 5C. Those words were removed in a motion to simplify the motion. It was felt that there was too much detail. 

3.24.5.3.10. Jon Rosdahl is for the motion. Recognizes the time constraints, but the SG could be limited to a small number of hours. Feels that it is not necessary to include the words PAR and 5C in the formation motion. It is putting the end goal ahead of the process. The SG should determine whether a PAR and 5C is actually needed. It is possible that a PAR and 5C would not come out of the SG. 
3.24.5.3.11. Garth comments that at the WNG meeting the PAR and 5C were in the original motion. It was accepted that a PAR and 5C is obvious, and not needed in the motion.
3.24.5.3.12. Ed points out that while a SG can dilute our resources, it has already been going on in WNG. It would be better to have a dedicated venue. It would not be a net change.
3.24.5.3.13. For the motion – this is not a static group. The group can grow to accommodate new work and activity. 
3.24.5.3.14. For the motion – there is a strong interest from industry. Would promote the market and business. 
3.24.5.4. Vote: motion fails 42 : 29 : 18  (59%, 75% required per 802.11 P&P)
3.24.5.4.1. (Secretary’s note: This motion was announced during the meeting as passing (greater than 50% approval), but after the meeting was adjourned, a review of the P&P revealed that a 75% majority was required. Therefore, the motion was not forwarded to ExCom, and these minutes have been updated to show the motion as failing)

3.24.6. The meeting is recessed for 15 minutes. 
3.24.6.1. The meeting will come to order at 10:40

3.24.7. Motion:  to approve the issuance of a 10 day Procedural Letter Ballot, starting not later than 2006-8-9, asking the question; “Do you believe the TG “k” current draft is technically complete and ready for WG approval, e.g. no place holders or notes for future action, editing, or clarifications and vote to forward the draft of IEEE 802.11k to Working Group Recirculation Letter Ballot as Draft 5.0.”
3.24.7.1. Moved Richard Paine on behalf of TGk
3.24.7.2. Discussion
3.24.7.2.1. The draft produced as the result of this week will be D5.0.

3.24.7.3. Question called with no objection

3.24.7.4. Vote: approved with unanimous consent
3.24.8. Believing that comment responses in 11-06/891R9 and the draft mentioned below satisfy WG 802.11 rules for letter ballot recirculation, Authorize a 15-day LB recirculation of 802.11k draft 5.0 assuming approval of the current draft by a 10 day procedure LB. Letter Ballot recirculation to conclude no later than 2006-9-11.
3.24.8.1. Moved Richard Paine on behalf of TGk
3.24.8.2. Discussion
3.24.8.2.1. There is a comment marked as “deferred” in the spreadsheet. 

3.24.8.2.2. Richard states that the comment has been withdrawn from the commenter.

3.24.8.2.3. Stuart verifies that that Richard and the Chairs have received copies of the email withdrawing the comment.

3.24.8.2.4. Stuart asks if there is any objection to inserting an exception for comment 716 as a friendly amendment.
3.24.8.2.4.1. There is no objection to the amendment

3.24.9. Motion as amended:

3.24.10. Believing that comment responses in 11-06/891R9 (except comment 716 which has been withdrawn by the commenter) and the draft mentioned below satisfy WG 802.11 rules for letter ballot recirculation, Authorize a 15-day LB recirculation of 802.11k draft 5.0 assuming approval of the current draft by a 10 day procedural LB. Letter Ballot recirculation to conclude no later than 2006-9-11.
3.24.10.1. Question called with no objection

3.24.10.2. Vote: The motion is approved with unanimous consent
3.24.11. Moved (on behalf of Task Group m): to approve all completed second sponsor recirculation ballot comment resolutions in document 06/918r1.
3.24.11.1. Moved Bob O’Hara on behalf of TGm

3.24.11.2. Discussion

3.24.11.2.1. Dave Bagby asks if there has been any action taken on his submission regarding IP issues. 

3.24.11.2.2. Bob states that it was referred to the WG chair. The comments will be included and moved forward with the document.

3.24.11.3. Question called with no objection

3.24.11.4. Vote: motion passes 52 : 1 : 1
3.24.12. Moved (on behalf of Task Group m): to request the chair of 802.11 to begin a third sponsor recirculation ballot, using 802.11REV-ma draft 8.0, once the draft becomes available.  The recirculation ballot is to run for no less than 15 days and to conclude before the start of the 802.11 session in September 2006.
3.24.12.1. Moved Bob O’Hara on behalf of TGm

3.24.12.2. Question called with no objection

3.24.12.3. Vote:  motion passes 54 : 1 : 1
3.24.13. Moved (on behalf of Task Group m): to accept document 06/963r0 as the response to the interpretation request on RTS/CTS behavior.
3.24.13.1. Moved Bob O’Hara on behalf of TGm

3.24.13.2. Editorial change (RTC to RTS) to motion made without objection

3.24.13.3. Question called with no objection

3.24.13.4. Vote:  the motion is approved with unanimous consent

3.24.14. Moved: to request conditional approval from the 802 Executive Committee to forward 802.11REV-ma to REVCOM, upon successful completion of the requirements in the LMSC Policies and Procedures, Clause 21
3.24.14.1. Moved Bob O’Hara

3.24.14.2. Second Andrew Myles
3.24.14.3. Question called with no objection

3.24.14.4. Vote: motion passes 53 : 0 : 3
3.24.15. Move to request the 802.11 Assigned Numbers Authority (ANA) to assign to 802.11 TGn a Category Code for “HT (High Throughput)”
3.24.15.1. Moved Bruce Kraemer on behalf of TGn

3.24.15.2. Question called with no objection

3.24.15.3. Vote: the motion is approved with unanimous consent
3.24.16. Move to request the ANA to assign a value for an Action Value for Vendor-specific Action Frame
3.24.16.1. Moved Bob O’Hara

3.24.16.2. Second Harry Worstell

3.24.16.3. Question called with no objection

3.24.16.4. Vote: motion passes 39 : 1 : 8
3.24.17. Request authorization for TGn to conduct an ad hoc meeting for the purpose of comment resolution from Wednesday 13-September through Friday 15-September, 2006 at the Melbourne Exhibition Centre, Melbourne, AU.
3.24.17.1. Moved Bruce Kraemer

3.24.17.2. Question called with no objection

3.24.17.3. Vote: Approved with unanimous consent

3.24.18. Request authorization for TGn to conduct an ad hoc meeting for the purpose of comment resolution from Wednesday 18-October through Friday 20-October, 2006 at or near the Hyatt Great America, Santa Clara, CA.
3.24.18.1. Moved Bruce Kraemer 

3.24.18.2. Question called with no objection

3.24.18.3. Approved with unanimous consent

3.24.19. Request authorization for TGn to conduct an ad hoc meeting for the purpose of comment resolution from Wednesday 8-November through Friday 10-November, 2006 at or near the Dallas Hyatt Regency, Dallas, Texas.
3.24.19.1. Moved Bruce Kraemer
3.24.19.2. Question called with no objection

3.24.19.3. Vote – motion approved with unanimous consent

3.24.19.4. MOTION: Hold an IEEE 802.11 TGr ad-hoc meeting October 17-19, 2006.
3.24.19.5. Moved Clint Chaplin on TGr

3.24.19.6. Question called with no objection

3.24.19.7. Vote: motion approved with unanimous consent
3.24.20. Move that IEEE 802.11 WG approve the liaison document 11-06-1124r0 and request the IEEE 802.11 WG chair to forward it to the IETF.
3.24.20.1. Moved Stephen McCann

3.24.20.2. Discussion

3.24.20.2.1. Stephen presents the background to his motions in an un-numbered document. 

3.24.20.2.2. Topics are: TGu emergency call support, MAC address anonymity, IETF EAP netsel
3.24.20.3. Second Charles Wright
3.24.20.4. Question called with no objection

3.24.20.5. Vote: motion passes 39 : 0 : 5
3.24.21. Move that IEEE 802.11 WG approve the liaison document 11-06-1094r0 and request the IEEE 802.11 WG chair to forward it to ETSI TISPAN.
3.24.21.1. Moved Stephen McCann

3.24.21.2. Second Charles Wright
3.24.21.3. Question called with no objection

3.24.21.4. Vote: motion passes 47 : 0 : 6
3.24.22. Move that IEEE 802.11 WG approve the liaison document 11-06-1095r0 and request the IEEE 802.11 WG chair to forward it to 3GPP SA3.
3.24.22.1. Moved Stephen McCann

3.24.22.2. Second Charles Wright

3.24.22.3. Discussion

3.24.22.3.1. TGu didn’t discuss this during the week. Andrew Myles notes that there were additional comments from a member to be added to the draft letter. Was the addition incorporated?

3.24.22.3.2. Stephen confirms that the sentence has been incorporated.

3.24.22.3.3. The added sentence was: “We are also seeking your perspectives on the method by which an attacker will bind the user’s identity to the MAC address and why assigning a temporary MAC address appears to be the only viable solution for location privacy.”
3.24.22.4. Question called with no objection

3.24.22.5. Vote: motion passes 46 : 0 : 6
3.24.23. Move that IEEE 802.11 WG approve the liaison document 11-06-1113r0 and request the IEEE 802.11 WG chair to forward it to TIA TR 41.4.
3.24.23.1. Moved Stephen McCann

3.24.23.2. Second Harry Worstell
3.24.23.3. Question called with no objection

3.24.23.4. Vote: motion passes 47 : 0 : 4
3.24.24. Move to approve the letter in document IEEE 802.11-06/1117r0, to forward to China’s SAC, CESI, and MOFCOM
3.24.24.1. Moved Jesse Walker

3.24.24.2. Second Andrew Myles

3.24.24.3. Question called with no objection

3.24.24.4. Vote: motion passes 42 : 0 : 6
3.25. New Business
3.25.1. No Items

3.25.2. Are there any new business items from the floor?

3.25.2.1. None

3.26. Any other business

3.26.1. Harry Worstell states that he has received 60 emails regarding attendance sign-in. The CAC has agreed that there will be no adjustment for missing sign in. There is enough margin to account for missing some. Do not send more emails to Harry.

3.26.2. Stuart notes that if there are network issues, see the network support staff

3.26.3. Discussion

3.26.3.1. There are people who were not used to the attendance system. There should be leniency until the members are used to the system.

3.26.3.2. Jon Rosdahl states that he could not sign in during emails. He sent an email because the automated system was not working at that time. Requests that Harry work with the software to provide a method to view the current status of attendance. Jon believes allowing individuals to check their status would help in the number of requests.

3.26.3.3. Harry states that this is an interim solution. The 802 ExCom is working on a final solution.

3.26.3.4. Stuart states that we explained on Monday that members could sign in for tutorials as a WG session.
3.26.3.5. Charles Wright concurs that a means of reviewing attendance status would be very valuable.
3.26.3.6. Dave Bagby states that he also ran into the issue of being unable to sign in during a tutorial. Feels that it is inappropriate to state that it is an interim system while not allowing any margin or consideration for anomalies.
3.26.3.7. Do all active session hours count as attendance and what about Thursday? Stuart will take offline. He notes that the new P&P does not take effect until after this meeting adjourns.

3.26.3.8. Ken Clements states that there should be a means for redress when members miss signing in. 

3.26.3.9. Harry states that Walter will open up a margin of 5-10 minutes on each side of each session.

3.27. Deferred motion from RR-TAG
3.27.1. Motion:  To approve the content of 18-06/0050r0 related to the 802.11 parameters in table 1 (key technical parameters) of Annex 6 in Annex 17 of the ITU-r Document 8A/376-E.
3.27.1.1. Moved Peter Murray

3.27.1.2. Second Jesse Walker
3.27.1.3. Question called with no objection

3.27.1.4. Vote: motion passes 29 : 0 : 10
3.28. Closing
3.28.1. Next Meeting: September 17-22, 2006, in Melbourne, Victoria, Australia.  The agenda will be in document 06/993.
3.28.1.1. Andrew Myles states that members in an international standards body should make the effort to attend, despite the distance
3.28.2. Stuart J. Kerry notes that the November meeting will be the 100th meeting of 802.11. Member’s suggestions for ideas for special events are welcomed, as are sponsor contributions to support a celebration.
3.28.2.1. Clint suggests a printed copy of the current draft of 802.11rev-MA.

3.29. Adjourn 
3.29.1. The meeting is adjourned at 11:50
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