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JTC1 Ad Hoc Meeting Minutes from May 2009

Tuesday AM1

1) Call to order at 8:01am by Jesse Walker, Chair.

2) Roll call

3) Review of agenda (11-09/556/r0)
a) No modifications were proposed, and the agenda was approved by unanimous consent.

4) Chair provided status since last meeting:

a) China has mandated WAPI on handhelds, violating 2004 agreement for no WAPI mandates
b) Deadline has passed for document submission for Tokyo meeting

c) IEEE staff requested we develop a PAR for WAPI; too late for Tokyo meeting

5) Chair discussed the liaison letters
a) Chair asked if there are any comments on our position that there should not be different standards for different countries

b) What should we do if ISO approves WAPI NP?
i) We could participate in the process

ii) Who will pay for this participation? It is a tax on members outside the normal participation tax? Presently an unfunded mandate
(1)  All funding of standards activity is personal in the U.S.

iii) Should work be done here?

iv) Otherwise NP would violate the ISO/IEEE synchronization agreement

v) WAPI written referenced to IEEE 802.11-2003, which has been superseded by IEEE 802.11-2007

vi) IEEE is unhappy with the amount of text that was copied into the proposed WAPI IS
6) Chair announced he is stepping down following the July meeting.

7) The 802.11WG chair said we must actively look for a replacement because this work is important.

a) He suggested some courses of action going forward 

b) We should not cut off all activities with JTC1 SC6

c) We should continue to work with ISO, as the branding is an RFQ issue in international procurement.

d) The group developed an outline for helping find a replacement.

8) Continuing the discussion on what if ISO approves WAPI NP
9) Andrew made a motion to recess until 8:00 am tomorrow.

· Rich seconded

· Chair asked if there was any discussion on the motion

· Will we have enough time to complete this work?

· Chair stated we have an additional session this week.

· Andrew offered to help the chair this afternoon.

· Any objection to calling the question?

10) Motion passes 4 YES, 1 NO, 3 ABSTAIN
11) Recessed at 8:50.

Next session: Wednesday AM1

Wednesday AM1

1. Call to order at 8:00am by Jesse Walker, Chair.

2. Attendance
3. Review of agenda

4. Review the “Next Steps (following approval of a NP for WAPI in JTC1)” document

· Discussion of JTC1 directives regarding new projects
· (60-day) Letter ballot required

· Majority must vote YES

· “Active participation” required by at least five permanent members

· WAPI NP cannot be started out of the Tokyo meeting
· Discussion of the US TAG meeting that took place on 5/12
· Gary Robinson suggested possible new way forward; China changing their position?
· CESI person coming (around the start of 2010) to intern at IEEE
1. should we have a dialog with this person?

2. will relationship improve with this person’s help?

3. not likely to change WAPI situation

4. WAPI developed at MII (now MIIT), not CESI

· Suggested meeting with Dr. Kim (SC6 chair) and SC6 members to negotiate a way forward
1. IEEE member participation (meetings, travel, etc) would be required

2. could delay the new project decision
3. how would WAPI standardization progress?

4. it would be helpful for IEEE participation if the agenda for this meeting indicates it is more than simply an effort to create a new project for WAPI within SC6; our membership is likely to participate only if meeting results in an effort to create one standard

5. Chair asked if there were any preferred venues; Korea, Singapore, Australia suggested; not China or the US
6. Should we make this request of Dr. Kim? The group thinks we should respond to an overture from Dr. Kim, but not initiate one.

5. Chair asked if there was any further discussion

· Does anyone have a document stating the current position of the Chinese regulators about the WAPI requirement? A test document has been published in Chinese, but the document stating the requirement has not been seen by anyone in the group. 

6. Chair discussed what needs to be done before tomorrow’s meeting.

7. Chair asked if there was any objection to recessing until AM1 tomorrow.  None heard
8. Recessed at 9:48am
Next session: Thursday AM1

Thursday AM1

1. Call to order at 8:04am by Jesse Walker, Chair.

2. Attendance

3. Review of agenda and work done and decisions made this week.
4. Chair discussed the ITTF suggestion to supplement PSDO fast track process with a comment procedure.
· Should we encourage SC6 to adopt the same commenting process we used for 8802-1?

5. In existing process SC6 conducts a ballot resolution meeting
· SC6 decides on resolutions and sends them to IEEE 802 for processing; this has worked well
· This is different from the process used for 8802-1. Process proposed by ITTF does not include an SC6 ballot resolution meeting.

· Group decided the comment process adopted by SC6 is their own matter
1. We want comments from SC6 and NBs

2. We want SC6 and NBs to know we will deal with any comments received at any step of the process, including FDIS fast track.

6. Chair asked if there was anything else to discuss

7. Chair asked if there was any objection to adjourning for the week.  Hearing none, the meeting was adjourned at 8:43am.
Attendance

Jesse Walker, Rich Kennedy, Andrew Myles, Matthew Gast, Dorothy Stanley, Tao Xing, Thomas Kurihara, Henry Ptasinski, Peter Yee, Guido Hiertz, Stuart Kerry, Sven Mesecke, Garth Hillman, Clint Chaplin, Dan Harkins, Lee Drennan. Jerry Thrasher, John Petro, Lars Falk, Nancy Cam-Winget
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