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1.1. Introduction

1.1.1. Meeting called to order by Stuart J. Kerry at 1:30PM. 

1.1.2. The agenda of the 84th session of 802.11 is in doc: IEEE 11-04-149r4. This session is including 802.11, 802.15, 802.18 RREG TAG, 802.19 Coexistence TAG, and 802.20 MBWA.

1.1.3. Count of new participants at this meeting: 47 

1.1.4. There are 504 people in the room.

1.1.5. Secretary – Tim Godfrey 

1.1.6. Officers and Chairs of 802.11:
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1.2. Policies and procedures

1.2.1. Current policies and procedures are in 00/331r7. A revised version (r8) will be placed on the server 

1.2.2. Al Petrick reviews the policies and procedures contained in document 00/278r10.

1.2.2.1. Review of officer duties

1.2.2.2. Review of voting tokens – 802.15 through 802.20 will continue to use paper tokens. 802.11 is using printed voting status on their registration badges. This is a trial effort. There were only 16 discrepancies. If anyone else has a question about voting status, see Al Petrick.

1.2.2.3. The WG chair notes that if a badge is lost, a WG chair, or one of the WG Vice Chairs will have to give permission to re-print the badge. 

1.2.2.4. Hierarchy of policies and procedures.

1.2.2.5. Review of registration and recording rules.

1.2.2.6. Review of attendance list and recording procedures.

1.2.2.7. Review of voting rights and rules for earning and maintaining.

1.2.2.8. Review of membership and anti-trust rules

1.2.2.9. Review of IEEE-SA Standards Board Bylaws on Patents in Standards. This information was last updated in February 2004. 

1.2.2.10. The following text was read in its entirety to the membership by Al Petrick:
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6. Patents

IEEE standards may include the known use of essential patents, a

nd 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 stan

dard. This assurance shall be 

provided without coercion and prior to approval of the standard 

(or reaffirmation when a patent 

becomes known after initial approval of the standard). This assu

rance shall be a letter that is in the 

form of either 

a) A general disclaimer to the effect that the patentee will not

enforce any of its present or future 

patent(s) whose use would be required to implement the proposed 

IEEE standard against any person 

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

b) A statement that a license will be made available without com

pensation or under reasonable rates, 

with reasonable terms and conditions that are demonstrably free 

of any unfair discrimination 

This assurance shall apply, at a minimum, from the date of the s

tandard's approval to the date of the 

standard's withdrawal and is irrevocable during that period.

IEEE

-

SA Standards Board Bylaws

on Patents

in Standards

Approved by IEEE

-

SA Standards Board 

–

, March 2003, Feb 2004
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Inappropriate Topics for

IEEE WG Meetings

•

Don’t

d

iscuss licensing terms or conditions

•

Don’t

discuss product pricing, territorial restrictions or market shar

e

•

Don’t

discuss ongoing litigation or threatened litigation

•

Don’t

be silent if inappropriate topics are discussed… do formally ob

ject.

If you have questions,

contact the IEEE Patent Committee Administrator

at patcom@ieee.org

Approved by IEEE

-

SA Standards Board 

–

December 2002


1.2.2.11. The rules and status of copyright are reviewed.

1.2.2.12. IEEE Bylaws were amended in November 2003 by the IEEE SA bylaws. IEEE Bylaw I300-4(4)

1.2.2.12.1. Abstentions are no longer counted toward the total number of votes needed to approve or disapprove.

1.2.2.12.2. Email ballots must receive approval from a majority of voting members of the working group.

1.2.2.13. The Working Group policies and procedures will be updated accordingly

1.2.2.14. Discussion

1.2.2.14.1. Does this mean that all email letter ballots require now 50%? Any email ballot requires a majority of voting members in favor. We also require 75% approval for drafts. A 75% requirement of members for drafts would be a problem. However, we have determined that this rule applies to a binding vote. We do not conduct letter ballots on draft as a binding activity. That only occurs at a face to face meeting. We make a motion to forward the draft to ExCom. That is the formal vote. The ExCom agrees that our existing rules for letter ballots are acceptable. 

1.2.2.14.2. How do the quorum rules impact this? There is no change. 

1.2.2.14.3. Question about Procedure 10 – we need a clear understanding on what is required to go to Sponsor Ballot? This will be discussed with ExCom on Wednesday. 

1.3. IP Statements (Letters of Assurance)

1.3.1. The WG chair asks if there are any LOAs?

1.3.1.1. None from the floor.

1.3.2. 802.11 has received a letter from Sanyo regarding 802.11n. It has been registered with 802 PatCom.

1.3.3. The WG chair notes the previous meetings statement regarding IP statements impacting 802.11 Mesh Network SG and 802.15 Mesh Networks – It was quoted that TI has IP on Mesh Networks. IEEE’s ruling is that the PARs for Mesh Networking has not been approved, so we cannot approach the counsel of TI.

1.4. Leadership re-affirmation

1.4.1. The officers of 802.11 and 802.15 are asking for re-affirmation for another 2-year term. 

1.4.1.1. Stuart J Kerry for 

1.4.2. Are there any other nominations for WG Chair in 802.11? 

1.4.2.1. None.

1.4.2.2. nominations remain open until before the vote on Wednesday.

1.4.2.3. The vote will be taken on Wednesday

1.4.3. For 802.15 – are there any candidates for chair of 802.15?

1.4.3.1. None.

1.4.3.2. The nominations for 802.15 will remain open until Wednesday.

1.4.4. 802.18 – Carl Stephenson and Dennis Kuahara are standing for re-affirmation. Nominations will remain open until 1:00PM on Wednesday, at which time the election will be held.

1.4.5. 802.19 – Steve Shellhammer (acting chair since November) will run for chair, Tom Seip for Vice Chair. 

1.4.6. 802.20 – Jerry Upton 

1.5. Announcements

1.5.1. Dorothy Stanley asks for volunteers for the Ad Hoc standing committee forming to respond to IETF CAP/WAP document. See Stuart or Dorothy.

1.5.2. Remember to sign into the attendance server.

1.5.3. Question about CAPWAP activity: We are going to consider the material and create a response. Requests that any output from the group would be presented to the group as a Letter Ballot, and follow with Comment Resolution.  

1.6. Review of the Agenda

1.6.1. Stuart Kerry reviews the agenda for this joint meeting in document 04/149r4.

1.6.2. The agenda is approved with Unanimous consent.

1.7. Review of the minutes from January

1.7.1. Are there any matters arising from the minutes? 

1.7.1.1. None

1.7.2. The January 2004 minutes are approved with Unanimous consent

1.8. Wireless Network and Attendance

1.8.1. Al Petrick reviews document 03/447r7.

1.8.2. Review of network access procedures. 

1.8.3. Review of file access procedures.

1.8.4. Does anyone not have wireless LAN or a laptop (one person)

1.8.5. Review of 802wirelessworld sign-in procedures.

1.8.6. Discussion

1.8.6.1. Has the database been corrected for attendance irregularities? We have corrected some – if there are any problems, see Al Petrick and Harry Worstell. 

1.8.6.2. Stuart notes that Al and Harry have worked very hard to update all this information, and thanks them on behalf of the membership. Rick Alfin has done the same work for 802.15, and we thank them also.

1.8.6.3. For 802.15 members, the database is up to date and correct. If there are problems see Rick Alfin.

1.8.7. Review of the document submission process

1.8.8. The WG chair encourages members to not sign in for others, and not to sign in when not in the proper room.

1.8.9. At 802wirelessworld.com, the paper information and handouts are now available 

1.9. Review of Interim Sessions

1.9.1. May 9-14 in Hyatt Anaheim in California.

1.9.1.1. Hotel reservation link is posted. It is a new system called PassKey that Hyatt is using. There have been problems working with some corporate firewalls. Please let the WG chairs know if there are problems. You can also use fax or telephone to register. 

1.9.1.2. Meeting Registration will be available later today.

1.9.1.3. Pre-registration discount is open until April 16th.

1.9.2. September 12-17 – Esterel Hotel, in Berlin Germany.

1.9.2.1. Registration fee will be in the $800 range. 

1.9.3. January 16-21 – considering Hyatt Monterey

1.9.4. May 2005 – considering international venue

1.9.4.1. Possibly Seoul, Korea or Sydney, Australia May 15-20.

1.9.4.2. Straw Poll on members preference

1.9.4.2.1. For Seoul 103: For Sydney 265 

1.9.4.2.2. Who is opposed to Seoul 5; Sydney 2;

1.9.4.2.3. We will look for a Sydney meeting.

1.9.5. Possible venue for future Session – Park Plaza in Boston. It is too small for a Plenary.  Possible location for September 2005. 

1.10. Review of Finances

1.10.1. Bob Heile reviews the expenses for Interim meetings 

1.10.2. We took in $617K and ran a yearly surplus of $3K.

1.10.3. The bank balance in Jan 2003 was 59K, currently at $62K. 

1.10.4. We have some committed spending for Ideal and for audits. We have $15K reserved. Our available reserve is $47K.

1.10.5. We are going to try to build the reserve to cover the event of a meeting cancellation. We will try to keep the reserve at about $100K.

1.10.6. The audit package will be submitted to IEEE this week.

1.11. Report on ExCom activities and Plans

1.11.1. Bob Heile reviews the 802 Executive Committee Meeting.

1.11.2. 802 reserve is approximately $320K

1.11.3. IEEE indemnification policy is still an issue. It is not properly covering participants and chairs. The IEEE board of governors has not made a final action yet. 

1.11.4. There were 86K download of 802 standards. 802.11 leads the list. 

1.11.5. Corporate Advisory Group – 802.3 voted to not proceed on 2.5G Ethernet. The CAG has been used  to develop standards on a “for hire” basis.

1.11.6. Ongoing discussion on Tutorials. 802.11 typically runs meetings in the evenings – technically not supposed to be in parallel with tutorials. Feedback from members is requested.

1.11.7. Financial operations rules still under review. Roll Call votes must be approved with 51%. Or the chair may rule to take a roll call vote. Roberts rules offer the option to allow a roll call vote at a lower procedure. That has not passed as part of Policies and Procedures. Feedback to the chairs on this issue is requested.

1.12. IEEE 802 PARS for approval this week

1.12.1.1. 802.1 Connectivity Fault Management

1.12.1.2. 802.1 comments

1.12.1.3. 802.3ap: Backplane Ethernet

1.12.1.4. 802.3ap: 10G Ethernet serial optics for FDDI Grade Multimode Fiber

1.12.1.5. 802.11p: Wireless Access for the Vehicular Environment

1.12.1.6. 802.11r: Fast Roaming

1.12.1.7. 802.11s: ESS Mesh Networking

1.12.1.8. 802.11m: Maintenance [changing existing Amendment PAR to Revision PAR]

1.12.1.9. 802.15.3b: MAC corrections and clarifications for 802.15.3 MAC

1.12.1.10. 802.15.4a: alter.PHY for 802.15.4: improved ranging capability, improved link margin, & mobility

1.12.1.11. 802.15.4b: 802.15.4 revision

1.12.2. Any WG can provide comments to these working groups by Tuesday at 5:00PM. 

1.12.3. Resolutions must be provided back by Wednesday at 5:00PM.

1.12.4. Al Petrick will be the coordinator for 802.11 for feedback to other working groups. 

1.12.5. Discussion

1.12.5.1. ExCom is going to consider 802.11p WAVE. Believes the PAR for an amendment is inappropriate. Why risk the standard for an unproven application. Believes the PAR should be changed to a standalone standard. What is the process for making that suggestion.

1.12.5.2. The WG chair has referred this to committee. The WG has approved the PAR and 5C. The issue will be discussed in the WAVE SG. It has been referred to committee for discussion. The SG will report back to the 802.11 WG Chair.

1.12.5.3. The 802.3ap designation is used twice. 

1.13. 802.11 WG Voter Summary

1.13.1. Al Petrick presents document 01/402r17

1.13.1.1. 403 voters

1.13.1.2. 145 nearly

1.13.1.3. Potential 548

1.13.1.4. 505 aspirant

1.13.2. Membership is rolling off as non-voters are removed from the membership due to electronic recording.

1.14. Approval of the 802.11 Agenda

1.14.1. Document 04/149r5 ( no changes from R4).

1.14.2. The sessions for TGj are cancelled for today. Sheung Li will be arriving tonight or tomorrow.

1.14.3. Bob O’Hara is sick and unable to be here. Darwin Engwer will chair TGm this week.

1.14.4. The agenda is approved with Unanimous consent

1.15. Review of the minutes from Vancouver

1.15.1. The minutes are approved with Unanimous consent

1.16. 802.11 WG policies and procedures

1.16.1. Document 00/331r7.

1.16.2. We have new input for changes.

1.16.3. A new document of proposed changes to the 802.11 P&P will be put on the server. 

1.16.4. Changes

1.16.4.1. The TG chairs will be re-affirmed every 2 years one session after the WG chairs re-affirmation.

1.16.4.2. IEEE and 802.11 are now registered trademarks.

1.16.4.3. We will have closed reflectors to stop unsolicited emails, but they are open to public subscription per our WG P&Ps.

1.16.4.4. Voting Policies will be aligned with IEEE bylaws.

1.16.4.5. Nearly voters must request to have voting rights before the opening plenary by email per 802 LMSC rules.

1.16.4.6. We will remove “flash card” as the medium to transfer files.

1.16.4.7. These changes will be voted in May and go into effect in July.

1.16.5. Discussion

1.16.5.1. The year of the P&P is 00, not 2004.

1.16.5.2. We will change the P&P into a 2004 document from now on.

1.16.5.3. Clarification  on voting rights – Is an email required now? Not for this meeting, but in the future, a request will be required. This comes from 802 LMSC. In this meeting a nearly voter will have a token.

1.17. Documentation update

1.17.1. We have 300 documents this year so far.

1.17.2. Please police the document formatting yourself, and bring to the TG chair and presenters attention.

1.17.3. Turn off tracking when making changes to document number or formatting changes.

1.17.4. We are not responsible for copyright violations for documents placed on our web site. Do not place copyrighted documents on the server.

1.17.5. The WG chair notes that members finding improperly formatted documents must bring it to the attention of the chair at that time.

1.18. Nominations for TG chairs

1.18.1. Nominations for chair of TGp, TGr, and TGs are open.

1.19. Reports from 802.11 Sub Groups

1.19.1. TGe John Fakatselis

1.19.1.1. Issued LB 66 and LB67. 

1.19.1.2. No Votes have been reduced from 30 to 16.

1.19.1.3. We have 94% Yes and 6% No.

1.19.1.4. We hope to go to sponsor ballot this week.

1.19.2. TGi – Dave Halasz

1.19.2.1. Completing SB recirculation.

1.19.2.2. Official results of Sponsor Recirculation ballot of 802.11i Draft D8.0. There 163 voters in pool. 122 for, 11 against. 7 abstain. 140 votes 85% return. 133 non-abstain votes. Passed with 91%. 

1.19.2.3. Comments in 04/0273.

1.19.2.4. There were no new No votes

1.19.3. TGj – Peter Ecclesine

1.19.3.1. Letter Ballot 66. Ballot Pool of 464 voters. We still need half of 464. Any voters who didn’t vote are needed to close this LB. 

1.19.3.2. We may do a recirculation and ask for Procedure 10 before July. 

1.19.3.3. Be ready for empowering motion.

1.19.3.4. Discussion

1.19.3.4.1. If you voted yes on the previous ballot, would an additional Yes vote help? If people voted in LB64 do they need to vote again? If you have not changed your position, you don’t need to vote again. Anyone who didn’t vote on LB64 needs to vote now.

1.19.4. TGk – Richard Paine

1.19.4.1. Finished review of draft 0.09. Will start review of draft 0.13 this week. Considering Letter Ballot this week.

1.19.4.2. Will incorporate comments into draft, consider security of measurement frames. 

1.19.4.3. Continuing teleconferences.

1.19.5. TGm – Darwin Engwer

1.19.5.1. Will address 2 interpretation requests

1.19.5.2. Update from maintenance to revision PAR

1.19.5.3. Will address general list of work items.

1.19.6. TGn – Bruce Kraemer

1.19.6.1. Objectives are to adopt FRCC and Usage Models documents, and discuss Call For Proposals timeline.

1.19.7. WNG – TK Tan

1.19.7.1. Will have 4 sessions. 

1.19.7.2. Millimeter WLAN

1.19.7.3. AP Functional Architecture 

1.19.7.4. Next Generation ideas

1.19.7.5. Update on spectrum policy and sharing

1.19.7.6. Wake On Wireless LAN

1.19.7.7. several presentations on wireless InterWorking

1.19.8. Fast Roaming SG – Clint Chaplin

1.19.8.1. Passed PAR and 5C. Comments may come in, and will be resolved. 

1.19.8.2. Will vote to re-authorize SG.

1.19.8.3. Will start working as Task Group in remaining time. 

1.19.8.4. Will accept submissions on roaming timing and measurement methodologies.

1.19.8.5. The WG chair notes that comments must be written, not email

1.19.9. ESS Mesh SG – Donald Eastlake

1.19.9.1. 04/080 has agenda and list of presentations for this week.

1.19.10. WAV SG – Lee Armstrong

1.19.10.1. Meeting objectives are posted – no change

1.19.10.2. Will have a draft amendment to review.

1.19.10.3. Questions

1.19.10.3.1. There was a question about suitability of transfer of work from ANSI to IEEE? Will take off-line.

1.19.10.3.2. Do we need to re-submit the question from the 802.20 member. It has been passed to Lee Armstrong. 

1.19.10.3.3. The 802.11 chair asks for 802.20 to clarify if there is an 802.20 issue with the PAR.

1.19.11. WPP SG – Charles Wright

1.19.11.1. Goal is to discuss purpose and scope for PAR and 5C.

1.19.12. WG Editor – Terry Cole

1.19.12.1. Two parallel activities – Assuming 11ma is approved, will roll-up 11g and 11h and anything else approved by December into a new document. 

1.19.12.2. Will work with groups publishing documents this year in a way consistent with the base document.

1.19.12.3. Presentation of document 04/005r2.

1.19.12.4. Internationalization – will move our 11g and 11h draft to ISO for internationalization. 

1.20. Reports 802.15 Sub Groups

1.20.1.1. 236 voters in 802.15

1.20.2. 802.15 rules

1.20.2.1. Document will be released on Wednesday with updates.

1.20.3. 802.15.1a

1.20.3.1. LB for 802.15.1a passed. There are comments to be resolved.

1.20.4. 802.15.3b

1.20.4.1. TG3 will go into hibernation this week.

1.20.4.2. Have a PAR for TG3b. Will review submissions for maintenance starting on Tuesday.

1.20.5. 802.15.4b

1.20.5.1. Reviewing comment inputs pending PAR approval. Will review submissions for enhancing 802.15.4

1.20.6. 802.15.4

1.20.6.1. Will be going into hibernation

1.20.7. 802.15.5

1.20.7.1. Mesh Networking . Will look for definition.

1.20.8. 802.15.4a

1.20.8.1. 4a has a PAR for approval at this meeting. Will have call for proposal in the next few months. 

1.20.8.2. 4a is low data rate for sensors. Alternate PHY with precision location capability. 

1.20.8.3. Prepare for call for proposals.

1.20.9. 802.15.3a

1.20.9.1. Continuing down-selection process. Still two proposals on the floor. Will adjust agenda after this meeting.

1.20.10. Millimeter wave interest Group

1.20.10.1. Tutorial 6 on Tuesday on mm Wave. 

1.20.11. Publicity (joint)

1.20.11.1. Will hold usual meeting on Tuesday at 8:00AM.

1.20.11.2. Industry updates, review press releases, and discuss press coverage.

1.21. Reports from 802.18 – Carl Stephenson

1.21.1. Will look at FCC NPRM on interference temperature, and cognitive radio. 

1.21.2. Will conduct chair elections.

1.21.3. Will discuss unlicensed use of TV spectrum.

1.21.4. Ad Hoc group of 11 and 15 members discussed the ITUR contribution for global primary allocation at 5GHz. That contribution was well received. CEPT may also make a contribution.

1.22. Report from 802.19 – Steve Shellhammer

1.22.1. Meeting twice – looking at changes to P&P for coexistence. What steps are needed for coexistence between wireless standards.

1.22.2. Call for Submissions for predicting interference between wireless standards has gone out – document 19-04-070r3

1.23. 802.20 – Jerry Upton

1.23.1. Procedure in made in Vancouver – an affiliation statement and sign in process are required.

1.23.2. Modifications to P&P based on LMSC. Consultants must indicate who is funding the participation.

1.23.3. Officers election – 3 candidates for chair. Nominations accepted until election starts.

1.23.4. Voting tokens required for ballot.

1.23.5. Comments on PARs will be handled before Tuesday deadline.

1.24. Recess – at 3:30PM

2. Wednesday, March 17, 2004

2.1. Opening

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

2.1.2. Following the agenda in document 11-04-149r6

2.1.2.1. Currently the same as R5

2.1.3. The chair notes the rules prohibiting photographs and audio recording.

2.2. Announcements

2.2.1. Count of those who are new to 802.11 – 25 new attendees

2.2.2. There are 336 people in the meeting room.

2.2.3. The chair notes the CAC meeting on Thursday @ 07:00 am

2.3. IP Statements (Letters of Assurance)

2.3.1. The chair asks if there are any new LOAs?

2.3.1.1. None

2.4.  Attendance Recording

2.4.1. The attendance system was down yesterday. The attendance recording will be open from 6:00PM tonight until 7:30AM tomorrow to allow member to log attendance for yesterday.

2.4.2. It will be open for yesterday today. 

2.4.3. Those who missed this morning will have an opportunity tomorrow evening.

2.4.4. Members are reminded to not sign in as a new member if you lose your password or get a new email address. 

2.4.5. There was an attendance problem for Monday evening. That will also be available for registering tonight.

2.4.6. The WG chair notes that he is disappointed with the problems. We are holding back $10Kpayment to Ideal until the problems are fixed.

2.4.7. Discussion from the floor

2.4.7.1. Request to have 802.11 formally acknowledge Vic Hayes for his tutorial. Also request that the group censure itself for not providing a recess to allow members to participate in tutorials. Request that the group do better in the future to support tutorials, especially when our own members and topics are presenting.

2.4.7.2. The chair notes that he was present. He asks Vic Hayes to stand and extends an apology from the group as a whole to him, and notes our thanks for his contributions.

2.5. Approval of the Agenda

2.5.1. The WG chair reviews the agenda before the group.

2.5.2. Any amendments? None

2.5.3. The agenda is adopted by Unanimous consent

2.6. Reports from Liaisons

2.6.1. 802.11 to 802.1 – Dave Halasz

2.6.1.1. None

2.6.2. 802.11 to 802.15

2.6.2.1. Open Position – volunteers are requested

2.6.3. 802.11 to 802.15.3 – Atul Garg

2.6.3.1. No Report

2.6.4. 802.11 to 802.18 – Denis Kuahara

2.6.4.1. Report in document number 18-04-010

2.6.4.2. Review of dockets under consideration

2.6.4.3. Preparing comments on Interference Temperature, Cognitive Radio

2.6.4.4. RR TAG SG1 is working on TV Spectrum Re-use.

2.6.4.5. Discussion

2.6.4.5.1. Docket number for Interference Temperature? It is on the 802.18 server.

2.6.5. 802.11 to Wi-Fi Alliance – Bill Carney

2.6.5.1. Report in 11-04-0331r0

2.6.6. 802.11 to JEDEC JC-61 – Tim Wakeley

2.6.6.1. Report in document number 11-04-345

2.6.6.2. The JEDEC directors approved the RF-Baseband interface standard.

2.6.6.3. Will be available for download in a few weeks.

2.6.6.4. Will now work on interoperability and compatibility.

2.6.7. 802.11 to CableLabs – 

2.6.7.1. Open Position

2.6.8. 802.11 to IETF – Dorothy Stanley

2.6.8.1. Document 04-11-217

2.6.8.2. Document dependencies have been updated.

2.6.8.3. 802.11 EAP method requirements – an IETF draft has been created and in “last call”. Comments are available. 802.11i will review comments.

2.6.8.4. CAP/WAP WG has been formed in IETF. 

2.6.8.5. IETF requests additional AP functionality definition. A Call For Interest was made in 802.11 WNG.  

2.6.8.6. IETF requests 802.11 to review the document that CAP/WAP is generating. An 802.11 chairs ad-hoc committee has been formed to formulate a response to the RFC. 

2.6.8.7. The WG chair notes that Dorothy is the official liaison to IETF, and she should be the chair of the ad-hoc committee. 

2.6.8.8. The CAP/WAP draft and reply comments will all be available in April.

2.6.8.9. IRTF research group in IP Mobility has been formed. There is a lot of interest in this area.

2.6.8.10. The WG chair notes that 802 and IETF leadership have met and are trying to keep the work complementary.

2.6.8.11. Discussion

2.6.8.11.1. Request that IETF drafts are published as 802.11 documents on our servers and reflectors. A link to the document will be posted. Dorothy will post the document in the 802.11 private area.

2.6.8.11.2. All IETF drafts are public, so there is no problem re-distributing them.

2.6.8.12. The WG Chair calls for additional volunteers for the ad-hoc committee. 

2.6.8.12.1. There are three more that will sign up with Dorothy.

2.6.8.12.2. Dorothy Stanley is appointed committee chair by acclamation.

2.6.9. 802.11 and MMAC – Inoue-san

2.6.9.1. Document number 11-04-352

2.6.9.2. Review of T71 ad-hoc WG activities.

2.6.9.3. There are two working groups and 1 special committee.

2.7. Old Business

2.7.1. Working Group Leadership Re-affirmation

2.7.1.1. Nominees are Stuart Kerry (Chair), Harry Worstell (2nd Vice Chair), Al Petrick (1st Vice Chair), and Tim Godfrey (Secretary)

2.7.1.2. The WG chair reviews the process for election according to the WG Policies and Procedures.

2.7.1.3. The election will be carried on by the 1st vice chair, Al Petrick.

2.7.1.4. Are there any other nominations for WG Chair? 

2.7.1.4.1. None

2.7.1.5. The nominations are closed.

2.7.1.6. Al Petrick takes the chair.

2.7.1.7. Stuart Kerry presents a presentation and statement of his qualifications, commitment, accomplishments, and vision for the working group.

2.7.1.8. Questions from the floor

2.7.1.8.1. Given that we have all these study groups and task groups, how can we make organizational changes to help manage our success? Stuart is considering the architectural review board, and standing committees to review it.

2.7.1.8.2. Applauds the pro-active efforts through the CAC. Concerned about CAP/WAP – what is the relationship going forward? A good point – our liaison activity needs to make sure there is no turf war. We need to define and encompass scopes and avoid overlap. Our existing process has done a good job, but we need to remain as the pre-eminent forum for 802.11. We need to influence into international domains as well.

2.7.1.8.3. There was mention of an incident with the executive committee. What was mentioned was of concern. Requests clarification and position on that incident. Stuart notes that the issue was regarding the contracting for software development. The issue was developing assets to be used over multiple meetings. Feels that it was for the good of the WG, and personally took financial risk. Was prepared to accept the censure of the ExCom for the benefit of the WG.

2.7.1.8.4. Carl Stephenson, 802.18 WG chair states that there was never an allegation that Stuart or Bob ever did anything financially inappropriate, but only a matter of procedure. The results of their actions have resulted in many successful meetings. Encourages the membership to not have any concerns over the issue. The procedural aspects have been fixed to everyone’s satisfaction.

2.7.1.8.5. A member of the WG, notes that he wears two hats well, and has demonstrated fairness in the role of chair.

2.7.1.8.6. Affirming the chairmanship and asking for support of affirming drafts to sponsor ballot.

2.7.1.8.7. Al Petrick asks about Stuart’s Sponsorships and support. Stuart affirms that he has sponsorship by his company for the next 2 years.

2.7.1.9. Stuart J. Kerry is affirmed as WG chair by acclamation.

2.7.1.10. Stuart takes the chair

2.7.1.11. Any additional nominations for Vice-Chair?

2.7.1.11.1. None

2.7.1.11.2. Nominations are closed

2.7.1.12. Al Petrick gives a statement of his qualifications, accomplishments, philosophy, dedication, support, and vision for the Working Group.

2.7.1.13. Questions from the floor

2.7.1.13.1. None

2.7.1.14. The WG chair reviews the duties of the vice chair position.

2.7.1.15. Al Petrick is affirmed as Vice Chair by acclamation.

2.7.1.16. Al Petrick states that his sponsoring company is committed to supporting him in the role of Vice-Chair for the term of office.

2.7.1.17. The WG chair notes that letters of support are required by LMSC policy. 

2.7.1.18. Harry Worstell gives a statement of his qualifications, experience and vision for the working group. 

2.7.1.19. Questions from the floor?

2.7.1.19.1. None

2.7.1.20. Harry Worstell states that his sponsoring company will support his activities for the next two years.

2.7.1.21. Harry Worstell is affirmed as Vice Chair by acclamation

2.7.1.22. Brian Matthews is appointed  by acclamation as Publicity Chairman.

2.7.1.23. Any other volunteers for chair of WNG SC? None.

2.7.1.24. TK Tan is appointed  as WNG chair by acclamation.

2.7.1.25. Any other volunteers for WG secretary? None

2.7.1.26. Tim Godfrey is appointed as WG Secretary by acclamation.

2.7.2. Items on the agenda that don’t fit into this session will roll into Friday

2.7.3. TGm Motions

2.7.3.1. Report in document 11-04-355r1

2.7.3.2. Publication of a revision precludes publishing of any new amendments until the revision is completed.

2.7.3.3. There are no changes to the PAR and 5C 

2.7.3.4. Motion:

Moved: to adopt this response to Bob Grow’s comment on the TGm PAR change:

The change in the TGm PAR to a full Revision includes the requirement that the Revision must include all Amendments ratified within 6 months of the approval of the new TGm PAR.  The new TGm PAR is expected to be approved by RevCom by June 2004.  Therefore all amendments ratified by December 2004 must be included the Revision.

Based on the current schedules of the other 802.11 Task Groups it is expected that by December 2004 the following Amendments may have been ratified:


802.11i


802.11e


802.11j


802.11k

The roll-up of the 2003 "WLAN Edition" together with all those amendments, and 802.11g, and 802.11h represents significant work and balloting.  The plan would be to complete the rolled-up Revision by September 2005, in time for ratification by RevCom in December 2005.

If that schedule holds true, then it follows that these amendments must be published after the Revision:


802.11n


802.11p (provisionally WAVE)


802.11r (provisionally Fast Roaming)


802.11s (provisionally ESS Mesh)

2.7.3.5. Moved Darwin Engwer on behalf of TGm

2.7.3.6. Discussion

2.7.3.6.1. What if one of the listed amendments are delayed beyond the end of 2004? Terry Cole responds that this has been dealt with, but the rules say that a revision has to include everything that has been passed. If the amendment slips, it cannot be included in the revision, or revise the PAR of TGm. Revcom members say to no get too uptight – it is a common problem, and can be worked out.

2.7.3.7. Vote: Motion passes 141 : 0 : 4

2.7.4. Affirmation of the WG Technical Editor

2.7.4.1. Terry Cole is appointed WG Technical Editor by acclamation.

2.7.5. Fast Roaming SG Motions

2.7.5.1. Motion: replace the first word “Enhance” in section 12 of 11-03-0771-05-frfh-possible-par.doc with “Enhancements to the”.

2.7.5.1.1. Moved Clint Chaplin on behalf of FR SG

2.7.5.1.2. Vote: motion passes 132 : 0 : 2.

2.7.5.2. Motion: replace the term “roam” in section 12 of 11-03-0771-05-frfh-possible-par.doc with “BSS transition”, and delete the word “roaming” from the same section.

2.7.5.2.1. Moved Clint Chaplin on behalf of FR SG

2.7.5.2.2. Vote: motion passes 135 : 0 : 3

2.7.5.3. Motion: replace “Fast Roaming” in the title in Section 4 of 11-03-0771-05-frfh-possible-par.doc with “Fast BSS-Transition”

2.7.5.3.1. Moved Clint Chaplin on behalf of FR SG

2.7.5.3.2. Discussion

2.7.5.3.2.1. Isn’t this just fast re-association? BSS Transition is in the standard already.

2.7.5.3.3. Vote: motion passes 120 : 0 : 5

2.7.5.4. Motion:

Motion:  In 11-03-0771-05-frfh-possible-par.doc move the text that currently exists in section 13 to section 18, change “roam” and “roaming” to “BSS transition” and add headers to read:

Section 13:

A new set of WLAN applications are more sensitive to even momentary loss of connectivity during BSS transition (e.g. VoIP). With increasing amounts of state being needed before connectivity is allowed as amendments are made to the 802.11 standard, the time taken to complete a BSS transition is increasing while next generation applications demand decreased BSS transition time.

Section 12:

The scope of modifications is during the STA transfer from one AP to another (BSS transition).  Determination of the need for a BSS transition, selection of which AP to BSS transition to (with the exception of the advertisement of the availability of fast BSS transition services to the STA), and determination of when to BSS transition are all outside the scope of this project.

As a design criteria, the proposed mechanism must accomplish this goal without compromising security or existing Station services

And add the following text to section 13 to replace the moved text:

“To improve BSS transitions within 802.11 ESSs and to support real time constraints imposed by applications such as VoIP.”

2.7.5.4.1. Moved Clint Chaplin on behalf of FR SG

2.7.5.4.2. Discussion

2.7.5.4.2.1. Wouldn’t it be better to have defined “roaming” rather than re-using the previously defined term BSS-Transition. Could this limit the activity of the group? We believe the scope is accurately described.

2.7.5.4.3. Vote: motion passes 116 : 0 : 7

2.7.6. Mesh SG Motions

2.7.6.1. There were no comments, and thus no motions.

2.7.7. WAVE SG Motions

2.7.7.1. There are two comments on the PAR. One was a request that it is a stand-alone document rather than amendment. The SG voted to keep it an amendment.

2.7.7.2. The WG chair asks if the member was satisfied.

2.7.7.3. The member was not satisfied, and will bring a motion on Friday.

2.7.7.4. The motion that was passed in 802.20 was requesting a name change. The SG voted to not change the name.

2.7.7.5. Is a motion needed in this group?

2.7.7.6. The WG chair says that the WG needs to vote also.

2.7.7.7. The SG chair states that the SG rejected the 802.20 request. They requested changing the name to Wireless Access for ITS Environment. The SG feels that ITS is only a subset of the applications that this work would support. The PAR does have a distinct identity as 802.11 WAVE. Thus no change to the PAR was requested.

2.7.7.8. The WG chair notes that the 802.20 vote on this matter had three tied votes, that had to be broken by the chair as 41 to 40.

2.7.7.9. Motion: that the 802.11 WG maintain the PAR title as 802.11 WAVE, and not implement the requested change proposed by 802.20.

2.7.7.9.1. Moved Lee Armstrong on behalf of WAVE SG

2.7.7.9.2. Second Colin Lanzl

2.7.7.9.3. Discussion

2.7.7.9.3.1. Does this motion answer the comment? 

2.7.7.9.3.2. The motion is amended as follows, with the consent of the mover.

2.7.7.10. Move that 802.11 appreciates the comment from 802.20 on the WAVE PAR, but rejects the suggestion on the grounds that distinct identity has already been established.

2.7.7.10.1.1. Moved Lee Armstrong on behalf of WAVE SG

2.7.7.10.1.2. Second Colin Lanzl

2.7.7.10.1.3. Vote: 97 : 0 : 9

2.8. TG Chair Elections

2.8.1. TGp - WAVE

2.8.1.1. Lee Armstrong nominated by Broady Cash

2.8.1.2. No further nominations, nominations closed

2.8.1.3. Lee Armstrong is elected chair of TGp by acclamation

2.8.2. TGr Fast Roaming

2.8.2.1. Clint Chaplin nominated by Keith Amman

2.8.2.2. No further nominations, nominations closed

2.8.2.3. Clint Chaplin is elected chair of TGr by acclamation

2.8.3. TGs – WPP

2.8.3.1. Donald Eastlake nominated by Steve Connor

2.8.3.2. No further nominations, nominations closed

2.8.3.3. Donald Eastlake is elected chair of TGs by acclamation

2.8.4. WIEN – Wireless InterWorking External Networks 

2.8.4.1. Stephen McCann nominated by TK Tan

2.8.4.2. No further nominations, nominations closed

2.8.4.3. Stephen McCann is elected chair of WIEN SG by acclamation

2.8.5. WNM – Wireless Network Management

2.8.5.1. Harry Worstell is appointed chair of WNM by acclamation

2.9. Agenda

2.9.1. The agenda items form 4.8 onward are moved to Friday’s old business

2.9.2. FRSG has been moved to 3:30 today.

2.10. The meeting is recessed at 12:45PM

3. Closing Plenary, Friday, March 19, 2004

3.1. Opening

3.1.1. The meeting is called to order by Stuart J. Kerry at 8:10AM.

3.1.2. Following the agenda in 04/149r6. No changes from r5. Unfinished items from Wednesday are moved to today’s old business.

3.1.3. There are 188 people in the room.

3.2. Agenda Review

3.2.1. The chair reviews today’s agenda. 

3.2.2. Any changes to the agenda? None

3.2.3. The agenda is approved with Unanimous consent.

3.3. Announcements

3.3.1. Members having trouble with Hyatt Passkey should see Dawn in the meeting office.

3.3.2. The chair announces that two members have not paid their registration. 

3.3.3. The Chairs CAC has invited Dorothy Stanley to participate on behalf of the new Ad-Hoc

3.4. IP Statements (LOA)

3.4.1. The WG chair ask if there any new statements or LOA? None

3.5. Documentation Update

3.5.1. Reminder that confidential documents and company logos are not allowed. IEEE does not assume responsibility for the posting of copyrighted or confidential documents.

3.5.2. The WG chair reminds members that companies confidentiality statements may not be appended to emails on the reflector.

3.6. TGe Report – John Fakatselis

3.6.1. Document 409r2

3.6.2. Two paths to sponsor ballot. First asking for direct sponsor balloting. If that does not work, we will invoke procedure 10.

3.6.3. Review of the past balloting and results.

3.6.4. At this point we have no new No votes on LB67. Thus we are asking for Sponsor Ballot.

3.6.5. If procedure 10 is used, we will hold a meeting to confirm the draft. That meeting will be held on April 19th in Camas, Washington.

3.6.6. Discussion

3.6.6.1. Did the draft change at this meeting? No

3.6.6.2. Is everything in the document that has been voted on? Yes, we have a motion later. The Document package is 04/410r2 (straight to sponsor ballot) or 410r3 (in the case of procedure 10).

3.6.6.3. There are no editing notes in the draft? We have reviewed and believe everything has been taken care of.

3.7. TGi Report – Dave Halasz

3.7.1. Report in document 419r0

3.7.2. First Sponsor Ballot Re-circulation

3.7.3. 122 affirmative votes, 11 negative votes 91% affirmative

3.7.4. Received 150 comments. 131 addressed, 19 rejected. 04/273r6 is comment spreadsheet

3.7.5. Motion to authorize SB recirc & request to be placed on the RevCom agenda in ExCom using Procedure 10.

3.7.6. Based on work done this week, 4 changed their “no” vote to “yes”.  126 aff, 7 neg: 94% affirmative

3.7.7. There will be an interim meeting April 20 & 21 in Chicago.

3.7.8. Jim Carlo, IEEE-SA President met to discuss WAPI. A contingent will go to China in May coincident with the IEEE 802.16 Interim.

3.7.9. The WG chair notes that we received a letter from CCSA (China Communications Standards Association ) that was postmarked in January, but received in February.  CCSA is producing a PWLAN standard different in scope and purpose from WAPI. They wish to investigate how to share information and liaison. 

3.7.9.1. The letter document 04-384-00-0000. It is the PDF version. 

3.7.10. Discussion from the floor

3.7.10.1. What is the purpose of the meeting in May in Shenza? 

3.7.10.2. Paul Nicolich states that the objective of the meeting is to exchange information between SAC and the IEEE, and to introduce the organization. We will explain what IEEE standards are about. The issue is that there are misunderstandings about the involvement and scope of SA. We want them to participate in the IEEE process.

3.7.10.3. . 

3.7.10.4. China authorized several different groups for WLAN standards. 

3.7.10.5. Thought that the IEEE was an international body? How could a Chinese body be equivalent?

3.7.10.6. Do we have the support of the US government? We have not had a dialog with the government on the topic. Some IEEE SA staff will be meeting with Dept of Commerce though.

3.7.10.7. There are many standards organizations in China, like we have here.

3.8. TGj Report – Sheung Li

3.8.1. Report in document 423r0

3.8.2. Actions by TGj this week. Reviewed comments from LB66.. Resolutions in 04-411r2.  Will present to ExCom and request Procedure 10. Details in document 80r1.

3.8.3. Will conduct ad-hoc meeting the week of April 21st in Sunnyvale CA.

3.8.4. Next meeting will resolve comments from SB.

3.8.5. The WG chair notes that different groups are having interim meetings at various locations. The CAC is considering co-locating these meetings.

3.8.6. The WG chair explains why LB66 was kept open for so long. There was a change in rules regarding return ratio. It is now 75%. Our LB64 had a return ratio of 58% which was then allowed. We then recirculatated as LB66.It had a return ratio of 66%.  Technically LB64 and LB66 were both under the 75% rule. The WG chairs extended the ballot to be sure we had sufficient return ratio. The 802 chair ruled that the return ratio for LB64 could be allowed at a return ratio of 50%. All future ballots will require 75% return ratio. Both LB64 and LB66 are valid ballots.

3.8.7. Discussion

3.8.7.1. The Sponsor Ballot rules say a 30% abstain will invalidate a ballot. Does that apply to LBs? We will ask for clarification at ExCom today. The resolution will be provided on the reflector.

3.9. TGk Report – Richard Paine

3.9.1. Report in document 276r4

3.9.2. Integrated .9 draft review and create draft .13 including new information.

3.9.3. Remaining issue is security of measurement frames.

3.9.4. Objectives for July are Letter Ballot

3.9.5. Will hold weekly teleconferences starting April 7th.

3.9.6. Members are invited to join the review of TGk draft 0.14. Will finish April 13th.  This is an open process, and not a letter ballot. 

3.9.7. Discussion

3.9.7.1. Commends TGk for the process of internal review before balloting. 

3.10. TGm Report – Darwin Engwer

3.10.1. The WG chair thanks Darwin for filling in for Bob O’Hara this week as chair.

3.10.2. Report in document 427r0

3.10.3. Processed two interpretation requests – 

3.10.3.1. Adopting beacon parameters in an IBSS – what does “all parameters” mean, and what about elements that are not understood.  Response in document 04/425. (Darwin reviews this document for the group). The group approved the response.

3.10.3.2. Scrambler in 802.11b  resetting between PLCP and PSDU. Response (document 04/426) is that this is clearly stated in 15.2.3 and 15.2.4

3.10.4. Draft 0.1 of the ongoing TGm was published. It is just a template and header. There is only one maintenance update. It was not affirmed this week.

3.11. TGn Report – Bruce Kraemer

3.11.1. Report in document 04/357r0

3.11.2. Objectives were to complete documents for channel models, functional requirements, comparison criteria, and usage models. Still have two to close on in May.

3.11.3. CFP to be released in May.

3.11.4. Technical presentations were submitted but not presented.

3.11.5. Will continue FRCC discussions in teleconferences. Will cover remaining usage model comments in teleconferences. Teleconferences will be announced.

3.11.6. In May will complete Comparison Criteria, and Usage Models. Will present information for presentations of proposals.

3.12. Publicity Report  – Brian Matthews

3.12.1. Report in document 04/308

3.12.2. Received reports from industry groups. 

3.12.3. Wi-Fi Alliance, BT SIG, WiMedia

3.12.4. Reviewed press release text for approval of new 802.11 Task Groups and Study Groups. 

3.12.5. Discussion

3.12.5.1. Why are the letters Q and X not being used for 802.11? The reason is because Q and X are used by 802.1, and it may cause confusion. There was also confusion with the 802.web site and the 2003 revision.

3.13. WNG Report – TK Tan

3.13.1. Report in document 04/282r1

3.13.2. Had presentation on millimeter wave LANs

3.13.3. Presentations on 802.11 AP functional architecture – related to IETF CAPWAP work. Will recommend starting SG to investigate.

3.13.4. Discussed spectrum policy, procedures, Wake on Wireless LANs, and back-end InterWorking security.

3.13.5. Presentations on 3G InterWorking.

3.14. Fast Roaming SG – Clint Chaplin

3.14.1. Report in document 04/428r0

3.14.2. Addressed comments on PAR and 5C, reaffirmed vote and accepted PAR and 5C. Voted to extend SG until  Jan 2005.

3.14.3. Presentations on requirements, measurements, and roaming techniques. 

3.14.4. Group name – Fast BSS Transition isn’t ideal for an acronym. Fast Inter-AP transition (FIAT) will be used as the group tag.

3.14.5. In May will work on requirements, architecture, process, and consider liaison groups

3.14.6. The WG chair notes the group should verify that FIAT is not rude in any country.

3.14.7. Discussion

3.14.7.1. Why is the group extended to January? Just in case something comes up in ExCom. A “belts and braces” approach.

3.15. Mesh SG – Donald Eastlake

3.15.1. Report in document 04/398

3.15.2. Re-affirmed PAR and 5C. Voted to extend SG just in case. Minutes in 395r1.

3.15.3. Teleconferences have been scheduled starting April 21st.

3.16. WAVE SG – Lee Armstrong

3.16.1. Report in document ____

3.16.2. Reviewed text for draft amendment.

3.16.3. Discussed the request from 802.20 to change the name. Rejected because the current name has distinct identity.

3.16.4. Discussed the suggestion to make WAVE an stand-alone document. Took a vote and decided to continue as an amendment. The SG felt that there are good concerns, but they apply to the WG as a whole, and not just to WAVE SG. 

3.16.5. Discussion

3.16.5.1. Why does the group think this standard should not be stand-alone? The group wants to maintain interoperability and compatibility with ongoing developments and amendments to 802.11. If it is standalone, it makes it difficult to maintain consistency.

3.16.5.2. What is the document number for the WAVE Minutes? They are not posted yet.

3.16.5.3. When is the appropriate time in the agenda for motions? In New Business.

3.17. WPP – Charles Wright

3.17.1. Report in document 04/270r2

3.17.2. Goal was to create PAR and 5C to form Task Group.

3.17.3. Had presentations on vision and scope, and intentions for final output document.

3.17.4. Discussion

3.17.4.1. Please position this group with respect to Fast Roaming and RRM.  WPP is about off-line measurement to characterize equipment and predict performance when the system is on line. There are no protocol changes in WPP. Fast Roaming is moving state information between APs.

3.17.4.2. Will this be an amendment to the standard or a recommend practice? Right now we are focusing on a recommended practice. But it hasn’t been voted on.

3.17.4.3. Why does the group think this will be a success? 802.11 is complex with many use cases – benchmarking is difficult and might not produce usable results. 

3.18. ANA Lead – Duncan Kitchin

3.18.1. Duncan is not present.

3.18.2. Are there any unfulfilled requests? None

3.19. Report on Policies and Procedures – Al Petrick

3.19.1. Report in document 04-421r0

3.19.2. Summary of proposed changes to P&P. There are eight changes explained.

3.19.2.1. Update the TG and SG chairs positions to re-affirm every 2 years

3.19.2.2. Define SC chair.

3.19.2.3. Specify that nearly voters must request voting privileges, not automatic. 

3.19.2.4. IEEE and 802.11 are registered trademarks.

3.19.2.5. Removed flash cards for documentation submission.

3.19.2.6. Changes in sponsor balloting rules according to changes in LMSC rules.

3.19.2.7. Changes in email balloting rules for WG ballots and TG ballots.

3.19.3. Red-line document 00/331r8 is on the server. 

3.19.4. We will review and vote on these in May. Will take effect in July.

3.19.5. The WG chair reviews the process for P&P changes for the members out of our current P&P document.

3.19.6. These are collected changes from members, and have been reviewed by the CAC.

3.19.7. Discussion

3.19.7.1. What is the status of moving the 2000 document to a current year? The membership request making that change. Will make a note in the document revision history.

3.20. WG Technical Editors report

3.20.1. Terry Cole has left the meeting. 

3.20.2. Jon Rosdahl has a copy of Terry Cole’s presentation.

3.20.3. Document 04/005r3.

3.20.4. Internationalization – sending 802.11 2003 edition to ISO. 

3.20.4.1. Will bring a motion on behalf of the editors.

3.20.5. Updating P&P regarding editors duties.

3.20.6. Proposing an editors guide document.

3.20.7. Discussion

3.20.7.1. Note that these motions were not voted on by the editors. 

3.20.7.2. The WG chair agrees that these motions have not had adequate review by the membership. Believes it is appropriate to add this material to the pending rules change, which will be discussed at the May Meeting. That will give 2 months for review. 

3.20.7.3. The WG chair officially announces that these proposals are under official review by the WG. 

3.20.7.4. Jon Rosdahl states that this would not be voted on until July. 

3.20.7.5. Would like to see definitions of what constitutes editorial and technical changes. Would it be appropriate to add such statements to this document? 

3.20.7.6. The WG chair states that Terry Cole is to include definitions into this document.

3.20.7.7. Al Petrick will review any changes to the rules regarding editors.

3.21. Old Business

3.21.1. Agenda change to appoint vice chairs – no objections.

3.21.2. Vice Chair Positions and Treasurer .

3.21.2.1. Stuart Kerry Appoints Al Petrick First Vice Chair by acclamation.

3.21.2.2. Stuart Kerry Appoints Harry Worstell Second Vice Chair by acclamation.

3.21.2.3. First Vice-Chair duties are Policies and Procedures and acting Treasurer. Second Vice Chair duties are balloting, voting, attendance, and documentation.

3.21.2.4. The WG chair asks if anyone wishes to take on Treasurer? None

3.21.2.5. The First Vice Chair Al Petrick is appointed treasurer by acclamation.

3.21.3. Report from CAC Bonneville Tiger Team – Brian Matthews

3.21.3.1. Report in document 04/360r1

3.21.3.2. Team formed to streamline the process of developing standards while maintaining quality.

3.21.3.3. Presentation is deferred due to the precedence of Standing Orders.

3.22. Standing Orders

3.22.1. TGe Motions

3.22.1.1. To forward the IEEE LMSC the TGe draft 8.0 of IEEE 802.11e, and the supporting TGe letter ballots history data in document 04/409r2 and 04/410 r2 to request initiating the “Sponsor Letter Ballot” for IEEE 802.11e.

3.22.1.1.1. Moved John Fakatselis on behalf of TGe

3.22.1.1.2. Vote on the motion:  passes 133 : 1 : 2

3.22.1.2. Instruct the WG chair to invoke procedure 10 of the LMSC policies and procedures in initiating the Sponsor Letter Ballot for IEEE 802.11e in the event that ExCom votes against the immediate submittal to sponsor letter ballot of TGe draft 802. during the Friday March 19, 2004 meeting in invoking procedure 10 the chair is authorize to submit document 04/409r3 and 04/410r3 as the supporting documentation for the request

3.22.1.2.1. Moved John Fakatselis on behalf of TGe

3.22.1.2.2. Vote Passes 133 : 0 : 3

3.22.1.3.  Motion: if ExCom invokes procedure 10 for the 092.11e sponsor ballot process a meeting will be held in Camas Washington the week of April 19th 2004 This interim meeting is authorized to confirm the results of the WG TGe letter ballot per procedure 10 of the LMSC policies and procedure s or proceed with comment resolutions

3.22.1.3.1. Moved John Fakatselis on behalf of TGe

3.22.1.3.2. Discussion

3.22.1.3.2.1. When we authorized interim ad-hoc, how did it go? Understood that the group adjourned early and caused controversy. The TG chair states there was no formal protest, and that the meeting was successful. This meeting would be in the best interest. The LB was successful. 

3.22.1.3.2.2. If we are going to respond to sponsor ballots, those are done by the SB pool. The motion is to address procedure 10. Will send out to WG the same document which comes back with no comments. A meeting to confirm that document is required by procedure 10.

3.22.1.3.2.3. Wants to clarify that the meeting is to confirm the vote to go to sponsor ballot and not to resolve SB comments.

3.22.1.3.2.4. There is a procedure to confirm by email. Do you want to cancel? No, the WG took this vote and wishes to cover every contingency.

3.22.1.3.2.5. Call the question

3.22.1.3.2.5.1. Dorothy S /  Carl S

3.22.1.3.2.5.2. No objection / Q called.

3.22.1.3.3. Vote: Motion passes 113 : 2 : 17

3.22.2. TGi Motions

3.22.2.1. Believing that sponsor ballot comment responses in 11-04/273r6 and motions duly adopted in TGi will enable the editor to produce the document mentioned below that satisfies IEEE-SA rules for sponsor ballot recirculation and that the recirculation will likely result in approval of the draft, Authorize a SB recirculation of 802.11i draft 9.0 to conclude no later than 4/15/2004 and request to be placed on the RevCom agenda in ExCom using Procedure 10.

3.22.2.1.1. Moved Dave Halasz on behalf of TGi

3.22.2.1.2. Discussion

3.22.2.1.2.1. This is a motion to comment on the comments? This does 2 things. We want to recirc draft 9.0 and to get put on ReVCom agenda. The task group is working on the comments. 

3.22.2.1.2.2. The Sponsor Pool does the voting and makes comments. The TG resolves them. We are asking for a ballot to go out to the Sponsor Pool.

3.22.2.1.3. Vote: Passes 133 : 1 : 3

3.22.3. Recess until 10:30

3.22.4. TGj Motions

3.22.4.1. Motion: Believing that comment responses in the document mentioned below and the draft mentioned below 802.11j draft 1.3 demonstrate that the WG 802.11 LB rules have reached an orderly endpoint, Approve comment responses in 11-04/411R2

3.22.4.1.1. Moved Sheung Li on behalf of TGj

3.22.4.1.2. Vote: Motion passes 96 : 0 : 3

3.22.4.2. Motion: Believing that comment responses in 11-04/411R2 satisfy WG 802.11 rules for letter ballot recirculation and that a recirculation will likely result in approval of the draft, Authorize a 15-day LB recirculation of 802.11j draft 1.4 to conclude no later than April 20, 2004 and request approval of a SB for draft 1.4 by ExCom using Procedure 10 conditional upon an approval of draft 1.3 in letter ballot 66.

3.22.4.2.1. Moved Sheung Li on behalf of TGj

3.22.4.2.2. Vote: Motion passes 100 : 0 : 5

3.22.5. TGk Motions – none

3.22.6. TGm Motions

3.22.6.1. Document 425r1 is posted on the server. Darwin Engwer points out that there is a correction in the first item of the list. This value is not the local MAC – it is the unique value of the IBSS assigned per clause 11.1.3.

3.22.6.2. This was a technical error in the interpretation response. It is a value that must be adopted.

3.22.6.3. The WG chair that this change does not fall within the 4 hour rule. Are there any objections to waiving the rule in this case?

3.22.6.3.1. None

3.22.6.4. Motion: to accept and forward the interpretation response contained in document 04-425r1 to Linda Gargiulo at the IEEE office as the official response of the 802.11 working group.

3.22.6.4.1. Moved Darwin Engwer 

3.22.6.4.2. Second John K.

3.22.6.4.3. Discussion

3.22.6.4.3.1. Believes the clarification is reasonable, however another interpretation is possible. This interpretation could have an impact on TGi. Considering tabling the motion. 

3.22.6.4.3.2. The WG chair suggests referring it back to committee.

3.22.6.4.3.3. Darwin notes that the very last sentence indicates that this interpretation is included for future inclusion in maintenance. This request is officially against 802.11-1999. We have to respond. The TGm group is aware that this may need to be re-address in light of currently unapproved amendments such as TGi. 

3.22.6.4.3.4. Still thinks that this interpretation could cause problems in the future and recommends protecting ourselves. 

3.22.6.4.3.5. Interpretations are not supposed to consider future standards. It is strictly based on the current version of the standard. 

3.22.6.4.3.6. The WG Chair confirms the rules.

3.22.6.4.3.7. Still feels that the current standard contradicts itself. 

3.22.6.4.3.8. We could vote to refer this back to TGm, or empower them to work off-line and bring something to the next meeting.

3.22.6.4.3.9. The issue is the deadline for response. We have to classify the request by April 8th. We did classify it as ambiguous. 

3.22.6.4.3.10. The WG chairs asks Yvette  from the IEEE if it is acceptable to wait until the next meeting. She states that further work can be done.

3.22.6.4.3.11. the TGm chair requests that the requester attend the TGm sessions and participate. 

3.22.6.4.3.12. In light of the list of known errata in the current document that was brought to the group via TGm rather than the interpretation request process – recommends that this be handled in the same manner. Proposes that we just classify it as ambiguous.

3.22.6.4.3.13. If a document is deemed ambiguous, what does that mean? It means you have to sort it out later.

3.22.6.4.3.14. Would the chair let the interpretation request go forward, and assign the issue to TGm? Yes, the WG chair agrees.

3.22.6.4.3.15. The TG chair agrees that it is assigned to TGm.

3.22.6.4.4. Vote on the motion. Passes 88 : 1 : 13

3.22.6.5. Motion: to accept and forward the interpretation response contained in document 04-426r0 to Linda Gargiulo at the IEEE office as the official response of the 802.11 working group.

3.22.6.5.1. Moved Darwin Engwer on behalf of TGm

3.22.6.5.2. Vote on the motion: Motion passes 99 : 0 : 3

3.22.7. TGn Motions

3.22.7.1. None

3.22.8. Publicity Motions

3.22.8.1. Believing that the anticipated approval by ExCom of new 802.11 Task Groups p, r, and s is newsworthy and that information in 11-04-310 is accurate and appropriate for a press release,  approve transmission of aforementioned document to IEEE-SA marketing staff

3.22.8.1.1. Moved by Brian Matthews on behalf of Publicity

3.22.8.1.2. Vote on the motion: Passes 106 : 0 : 0

3.22.9. WNG Motions

3.22.9.1. Move that the WNG SC recommends that the IEEE 802.11 WG asks ExecCom to form a study group in 802.11 to create a PAR and five criteria to form a new task group that will describe the AP functions and behaviors.

3.22.9.1.1. Moved TK Tan on behalf of WNG

3.22.9.1.2. Discussion

3.22.9.1.2.1. What specific functions and behavior in an AP do they wish to standardize that are not already standardized?

3.22.9.1.2.2. Speaks against the motion – more presentations and time in WNG are needed to understand this question.

3.22.9.1.2.3. TK presents slides showing the problems to be addressed – network administration, configuration. Standardization of Access Point and Access Controller. There is no standard way of splitting the functions today. That is the gist of the need for standardization.

3.22.9.1.2.4. The WG chair limits debate to 2 minutes per speaker.

3.22.9.1.2.5. This information really needs to be in the standard. 

3.22.9.1.2.6. The IETF has requested us to form a group to look at this. 

3.22.9.1.2.7. Favor having the WNG to crisply define the problem before starting another SG. 

3.22.9.1.2.8. The WNM SG already has this activity in its scope. 

3.22.9.1.2.9. Suggests that the SG be started, but they don’t have to go straight to PAR and 5C. There are issues within 802.1 regarding AP architecture. Need to document the AP architecture.

3.22.9.1.2.10. The WG chair notes that an SG can last up to 1.5 years.

3.22.9.1.2.11. Call the Question

3.22.9.1.2.11.1. Clint / John / no objections.

3.22.9.1.3. Vote on the motion: Motion Fails: 43 : 46 : 32

3.22.9.1.4. The chair request WNG to re-assess the situation and come back at the next meeting.

3.22.10. Fast Roaming SG Motions

3.22.10.1. Request the IEEE 802.11 Working Group to extend the Fast Roaming Study Group through the January 2005 meeting and forward to the Executive Committee for approval.

3.22.10.1.1. Moved Clint Chaplin on behalf of FRSG

3.22.10.1.2. Discussion

3.22.10.1.2.1. Extensions are granted on a 6 month basis? How does this go to January? It officially expires in July.

3.22.10.1.2.2. Don’t see any reason for this group. Against this group. The groups won’t quantify what fast is and won’t discuss when or how to roam. We already have the technology to do this. This is the 3rd time the group has met, and it isn’t going anywhere.

3.22.10.1.2.3. The chair notes that the PAR and 5C were approved by the WG. 

3.22.10.1.2.4. In favor – believes there is significant problems that need to be addressed. Existing mechanisms are not feasible for applications such as VoIP.

3.22.10.1.2.5. It is not the chairs prerogative to limit debate. 

3.22.10.1.2.6. Question called by the chair / no objection

3.22.10.1.3. Vote on the motion: Passes 89 : 4 : 16

3.22.10.2. Motion: Reaffirm the decision made at the January 2004 IEEE 802.11 Interim session by the Fast Roaming Study Group and the IEEE 802.11 Working Group, which was: “Believing the PAR & 5 Criteria contained in the documents below meet IEEE-SA guidelines, Request that this PAR & 5 Criteria contained in 11-03/771R5 (subsequently revised at the March 2004 IEEE 802 Plenary session by the SG and the WG as a result of WG comments and contained in 11-03/771R6 & 11-03/772R4 be posted to the ExCom agenda for WG 802 preview and ExCom approval (and subsequent submission to NesCom).”

3.22.10.2.1. Moved Clint Chaplin on behalf of FRSG

3.22.10.2.2. Discussion

3.22.10.2.2.1. The WG chair points out that this was previously approved at an interim. The quorum was not counted, so this re-affirmation is done at a plenary where we have a quorum by definition.

3.22.10.2.2.2. Shouldn’t the timeline for the SG start at this point? The SG has been meeting, and the work of the SG was delayed until November 2003 at the vote of the WG. 

3.22.10.2.2.3. The PAR and 5C are on the ExCom Agenda? Yes. If the ExCom approves, it goes to NesCom.

3.22.10.2.2.4. Question called / no objection

3.22.10.2.3. Vote on the motion: Passes 88 : 2 : 4

3.22.11. Mesh SG Motions

3.22.11.1. Moved, That the approval of the ESS Mesh PAR and 5 Criteria (11-04/54r2, 11-04/56r1) are hereby reaffirmed and forwarded to the 802 Executive Committee for approval.

3.22.11.1.1. Moved Donald Eastlake

3.22.11.1.2. Second Colin L

3.22.11.1.3. Discussion

3.22.11.1.3.1. None

3.22.11.1.4. Vote on the motion: Passes 98 : 1 : 2

3.22.11.2. Moved, That the 802.11 Working Group continue the charter of the ESS Mesh Study Group through the November 2004 Plenary session.

3.22.11.2.1. Moved Donald Eastlake on behalf of Mesh SG

3.22.11.2.2. No discussion  / question called / no objection

3.22.11.2.3. Vote on the motion: Passes 100 : 0 : 5

3.22.12. WAVE SG motions

3.22.12.1. Believing the PAR & 5 Criteria contained in the document below meet IEEE-SA guidelines, request that this PAR and 5 Criteria contained in IEEE 802.11-03/0943r5 and IEEE 802.11-03/0967r3 and already posted to the ExCom agenda for WG 802 preview and ExCom approval (and subsequent submissions to NesCom) be reaffirmed.

3.22.12.2. Moved Lee Armstrong on behalf of WAVE

3.22.12.3. Discussion

3.22.12.3.1. Against – wishes to change from an amendment. Reasons are in document 348. Believes we should avoid making changes to the standard whenever possible. Believes it is an unproved and niche application. Thinks WAVE might want to freeze the standard.  Proposes a counter motion to form a new standard.

3.22.12.3.2. The SG chair affirms that the wish of the group is to create an amendment.

3.22.12.3.3. The objective of WAVE is to create devices that can be cross-functional between the WAVE environment and normal 802.11 uses.

3.22.12.3.4. Against the motion. Feels that an amendment is not the proper standard.

3.22.12.3.5. In favor – it is unfair to use WAVE as an example of what may or may not be wrong with the WG. There are millions of devices in existence in the vehicle. This is not an unproven market space. It is well proven, and it is good for 802.11 to address it.

3.22.12.3.6. The WG chair notes that the motion on the floor is to re-affirm, not regarding the status of the amendment.

3.22.12.3.7. Would like to consider the amendment status. Moves to lay on the table until brought back by a specific motion to bring it back.

3.22.12.3.7.1. Moved John Kowalski

3.22.12.3.7.2. Second Colin

3.22.12.3.7.3. Vote:  motion passes 57 : 27 : 33

3.22.12.4. The WG wishes to take a motion from the floor despite the fact that we are in standing orders. 

3.22.12.4.1. Any Objection?

3.22.12.4.1.1. None

3.22.12.5. Motion: The 802.11 WG believes that the type of the project specified by the proposed WAVE PAR should be a "New standard" rather than an "Amendment to an existing standard" (see Clause 5.b of the proposed WAVE PAR).

3.22.12.5.1. Moved Andrew Myles

3.22.12.5.2. Second Carl Stephenson

3.22.12.5.3. Discussion

3.22.12.5.3.1. During the week, have discussed this with the WAVE committee, and reviewed the document. The document is less than 40 pages. I don’t see that it is a large effort. Probably the smallest effort we have done over the past few years. The amendment is primarily a new PHY in the document. It would be no different than other clauses such as IR or FH. The WAVE SG would have the responsibility to ensure future changes. Speaks against the motion.

3.22.12.5.3.2. Doesn’t understand what would happen if it becomes a new standard? Would someone explain?

3.22.12.5.3.3. Suggest that WAVE would write a document that references the 802.11 document – a specific version. 

3.22.12.5.3.4. The WG chair notes that this is on the agenda as an amendment, and the ExCom might not allow the change and defer the task group until July.

3.22.12.5.3.5. Against the motion – Been involved since before 802.11 was adopted. The group was based on leveraging 802.11. The 802.11 standard provides lower costs. The WAVE group has come to us, and we should foster their development.

3.22.12.5.3.6. We have a group focusing on security. If we accept this into our document, we are taking on the responsibility for maintaining this. Personally not interested in the area. 

3.22.12.5.3.7. To clarify, if a new document is created that would stand alone, it would be numbered 802.11.1. It would be maintained separately and not part of amendment, compilation, and revision. 

3.22.12.5.3.8. The WAVE document is 98% common with the rest of the 802.11 standard. There is 2% or less that is in addition. It is new spectrum, and a 100% addition to the market. Against the motion.

3.22.12.5.3.9. There might be other reasons to consider Andrew’s motions. Propose to delay consideration of this until we have more information. Suggest we take this up in May. 

3.22.12.5.3.10. The WG chair notes that that would mean removing WAVE from the ExCom agenda.

3.22.12.5.3.11. The SG chair asks if we go ahead with the plan to create an amendment, could we later change to a standalone document? Then we could move ahead now, and then have the debate later?

3.22.12.5.3.12. You can change PARs but it is not often done.

3.22.12.5.3.13. For the motion – we don’t want to become cornered into an area we can’t handle in our documentation. Does the 802.11 Editor have an opinion? He is not here.

3.22.12.5.3.14. Don’t want to stop the work, but it is a question of placement. Thinks the WAVE group would benefit from freezing at a particular version of the standard. Concerned that the WAVE group will go away.

3.22.12.5.3.15. Against the motion. The 802.11 WG should correct its document problems as a whole, rather than reject the WAVE PAR. This is an area that needs standardization and interoperability with WAVE and standard 802.11 network applications. It is a positive thing to be an amendment.

3.22.12.5.3.16. Regarding the amendment that has been drafted so far. It doesn’t address 802.11j which is running in parallel. 

3.22.12.5.3.17. Call the question ( Donald / Mike)

3.22.12.5.3.17.1. Vote on calling the question: Passes 81 :11 :13

3.22.12.5.4. Vote on the main motion: Motion fails 40 : 54 : 37

3.22.12.6. Move to bring back from the table the motion concerning wave re-affirmation

3.22.12.6.1. Move Jon Rosdahl

3.22.12.6.2. Second John K

3.22.12.6.3. The chair moves to Harry Worstell

3.22.12.6.4. Vote on the motion: Passes 52 : 15 :42

3.22.12.7. Motion on the floor: Believing the PAR & 5 Criteria contained in the document below meet IEEE-SA guidelines, request that this PAR and 5 Criteria contained in IEEE 802.11-03/0943r5 and IEEE 802.11-03/0967r3 and already posted to the ExCom agenda for WG 802 preview and ExCom approval (and subsequent submissions to NesCom) be reaffirmed.

3.22.12.7.1. Moved Lee Armstrong on behalf of WAVE SG

3.22.12.7.2. Discussion

3.22.12.7.2.1. Motion to put back on the table

3.22.12.7.2.2. The chair rules that the motion can be put back on the table after due consideration. It is out of order.

3.22.12.7.2.3. Call the question ( Dave B / John K ) no objections

3.22.12.7.3. Vote on the main motion: passes 44 : 19 : 41

3.22.12.8. The chair returns to Stuart Kerry

3.22.12.8.1. The chair is requested to present this debate to the ExCom today. 

3.22.13. Agenda Discussion from the floor

3.22.13.1.1. The WG chair acknowledges that the minutes of the discussion will be summarized.

3.22.13.1.2. Review of remaining items on the agenda

3.22.13.1.2.1. 802.19 presentation will be sent to the 802.11 reflector.

3.22.13.1.2.2. Voting Tokens,

3.22.13.1.2.3. Bonneville presentation  - will be sent to reflectors

3.22.13.1.2.4. Secretary’s report – to reflector

3.22.13.1.2.5. Editors Report – moving 802.11g and h to ISO is a motion.

3.22.13.2. Motion that we extend the time of this meeting until the agenda is complete, up to 30 minutes from now.

3.22.13.2.1. Moved Harry Worstell

3.22.13.2.2. Second Carl Stephenson

3.22.13.2.3. Discussion

3.22.13.2.3.1. Do we need a fixed time? The WG chair states that 30 minutes is the maximum.

3.22.13.2.4. Motion approved with Unanimous consent

3.23. New Business

3.23.1. Motions

3.23.1.1. Move to announce teleconferences to be held by {TGm/n/Mesh-SG /WAVE-SG / IETF Ad Hoc} no more than once every two weeks and prior to May 2004 IEEE 802.11 interim session.

3.23.1.1.1. Moved Al Petrick

3.23.1.1.2. Second Harry Worstell

3.23.1.1.3. Motion approved by Unanimous consent

3.23.1.2. At the May 2004 IEEE 802.11 interim meeting: empower (TGe/i/j/k/m/n/Mesh-SG/WPP-SG/WAVE-SG/Chair’s Ad-Hoc (capwap document review), Fast Roaming SG,WNM-SG, WNG-SC, WIEN-SG, publicity committee) to make motions, and conduct the necessary business under in accordance to the Task Group PARs and Study Group directives.

3.23.1.2.1. Moved Al Petrick

3.23.1.2.2. Second Carl Stephenson

3.23.1.2.3. Motion approved by Unanimous consent

3.23.1.3. Move to authorize teleconferences to be held by TGk no more than once ever week and prior to May 2004 IEEE 802.11 interim session

3.23.1.3.1. Moved Al Petrick

3.23.1.3.2. Second Richard P

3.23.1.3.3. Approved Unanimous consent

3.23.1.4. Motion to modify the previous empowerment motions to stipulate the end of the empowerment is a week after the July 2004 Plenary

3.23.1.4.1. Moved Carl Stephenson

3.23.1.4.2. Clint

3.23.1.4.3. Approved with Unanimous consent

3.23.1.5. Move to submit 802.11g-2003 and 802.11h-2003 to ISO/IEC for Fast Track approval through the UK national body. Robin Tasker has volunteered to make the submission, and Terry Cole will be the project editor.

3.23.1.5.1. Moved Jon R

3.23.1.5.2. Second Colin

3.23.1.5.3. Approved Unanimous consent

3.23.1.6. Moved: To approve document 18-04-0011-00-0000_interference-temp-cmts.doc authorizing the Chair of 802.18  to do necessary editorial and formatting changes, seek EC approval as an 802 document, and file the document in a timely fashion with the FCC.

3.23.1.6.1. Moved Carl S

3.23.1.6.2. Second Denis K

3.23.1.6.3. Approved by Unanimous consent

3.23.1.7. Moved: To approve document 18-04-0012-00-0000_cognitive-radio-cmts.docauthorizing the Chair of 802.18  to do necessary editorial and formatting changes, seek EC approval as an 802 document, and file the document in a timely fashion with the FCC.

3.23.1.7.1. Moved Carl S

3.23.1.7.2. Second Denis K

3.23.1.7.3. Approved by Unanimous consent

3.23.2. Ballot Results

3.23.2.1. Would the body like to see the ballot results in a spreadsheet with names of all voting members with their votes (Yes / No / Abstain) There would be no contact information.

3.23.2.2. Straw poll? Almost Unanimous consent – one opposed.

3.23.2.3. Move that the 802.11 WG instruct the chair to authorize the posting of results per voting member for all letter ballots going forward.

3.23.2.3.1. Moved Harry Worstell

3.23.2.3.2. Second Bruce Kraemer.

3.23.2.3.3. Discussion

3.23.2.3.3.1. You can’t stop having secret ballots.

3.23.2.3.3.2. Believes that this is acceptable with the process

3.23.2.3.3.3. The current process is not secret, since comments on all No votes are by name.

3.23.2.3.4. Is there any objection to removing this motion? 

3.23.2.3.4.1. None

3.23.2.3.5. The WG chair directs vice chair Harry Worstell to implement this directive in the Policies and Procedures. 

3.23.2.3.6. The WG chair reads the following email from 802 chair Paul NIcolich regarding names in minutes:

From: Paul Nikolich [mailto:paul.nikolich@att.net] 

Sent: Thursday, March 04, 2004 15:08

To: IEEE802

Subject: [802SEC] Chair's guideline on recording attendee information in meeting minutes

Dear EC members,

It has been called to my attention that guidelines are needed with respect to the amount of information that is recorded in the minutes of attendees.

The below Chair's guideline defines those requirements.  I will update the Chair's guideline document to include this new guideline.

Regards,

--Paul Nikolich

Chair's guidelines on Recording Attendee Information in meeting minutes

LMSC meeting minutes are public documents; therefore a minimal amount of attendee information should be contained in minutes in order to provide privacy for attendees.

At a minimum the minutes should record an attendee's name.  If meeting participants are asked to provide their affiliation as per the ANSI Essential Requirements, then the affiliation information shall be included in the minutes next to the attendee's name.

Any other personal information, such as email, telephone, address, etc. should not be included in the minutes.
3.23.2.3.7. Do we need to change our procedures and templates to remove company names? The email is specific to meeting minutes. 

3.23.2.3.8. In disagreement with this. We have no way to contact other members to continue the work of this group. 

3.23.2.3.9. Dave Bagby volunteers to compile a list of members to form a contact list for those who wish to participate.

3.23.2.3.10. The WG chair notes that the ListServe now allows members to include their telephone number into their name used on the reflector. It is a simple opt-in fix. 

3.24. New Business

3.24.1. No additional motions

3.25. WG Motions

3.25.1. Voter token incorporation in badges

3.25.1.1. Does anyone not like the token printed on the badges? None

3.25.1.2. Move to request ExCom to incorporate the voting tokens on the badges for all future 802.11 interim and plenary session run by IEEE 802

3.25.1.2.1. Moved Harry Worstell

3.25.1.2.2. Second Colin

3.25.1.2.3. Vote :  Motion passes 60 : 0 : 0

3.26. The chair allows statements from the floor. 

3.26.1. Statement – it is a bad precedent to extend meetings. People have flights. We need to have an accurate end time.

3.26.2. The WG chair asks that the TG and SG chairs are more diligent in providing motions before the plenary.

3.26.3. Taking a contrary position – we need to complete our work for the week. 802.16 worked until after 1:00AM last night, but they completed all their work.

3.27. Next Meeting

3.27.1. Garden Grove / Irvine California.

3.28. The meeting adjourns at 12:56PM
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