	Working Group Minutes
	Joint 802 Wireless Opening Plenary: Monday, Sept 13, 200
	Introduction
	Meeting called to order by Stuart J. Kerry at 8:10AM
	The agenda of the 87th session of 802.11 is in doc: IEEE 11-
	Secretary – Tim Godfrey
	People attending for the first time at this meeting: 54
	Officers and Chairs of 802.11:

	Review of Policies and Procedures
	Harry Worstell (for Al Petrick) presents document 04/424r4 t
	Review of working group officers and duties for all wireless
	Review of voting rights, participation requirements, and vot
	Will conduct spot checks on attendance at this meeting.
	Review of operating policies and procedures, registration, p
	Review of rules against photographs, tape recording, and med
	Review of attendance recording process, and contact informat
	Membership representation and anti-trust laws are reviewed.
	Harry Worstell reads the following text to the body regardin
	Any questions on patent policy?
	Clarification of wording? The chair confirms that slide’s wo

	Review of IEEE copyright policy.
	Review of IEEE meeting etiquette.

	IP Statements (Letters of Assurance)
	Stuart J Kerry calls for any letters of assurance related to
	Is anyone aware of any issues?
	Stuart Kerry notes a previous issue regarding a patent from 
	Stuart receives a letter from Airespace regarding 802.11K an


	Announcements
	Social – there are 6 boats, departing every 20 minutes. Memb
	There are 406 people in the room.

	Approval of Joint Agenda
	The agenda in document 11/04/818r3 is presented.
	Any objection to adopting the agenda? The agenda is approved

	Minutes from July 2004 Portland
	The minutes are approved with Unanimous consent.

	Review of Interim Meetings
	Bob Heile reviews future interim meetings
	January 2005 – Hyatt Monterey, California
	May 2005 – Sydney Australia
	September 2005 – Considering Alaska, St Louis, New York City
	January 2006 – Based on Poll in Portland, locations under co
	May 2006 – considering Yokohama Japan, Taiwan, Korea, Istanb


	Review of Financial and Treasury
	John Barr presents the status of the joint treasury.
	Document 11/1035r0.
	Surplus after Anaheim was $82K
	Berlin budget was for 500 attendees, with $587K income. Proj
	We have 672 registered so far. $712K income. Expenses have g
	We project a surplus of $27K for this meeting.
	Treasury in July had $55K balance. Recent payments to Ideal 

	Report of ExCom activities and plans
	This has been presented on the reflector.
	802.11e to RevCom was withdrawn. 802.11t was approved. 802.1

	802.21 Activities
	Ajay Rajkumar presents 802.21 agenda for this meeting. Meeti
	Will finalize handover requirements at this meeting.
	Internal server is called “Handover” at 10.0.1.21
	Document 21-04-0142

	802.20 activities
	Jerry Upton presents the 802.20 agenda and plans for the wee
	Will use manual attendance at this meeting.
	Will meet in room 6, and room 5 Wednesday and Thursday.
	Reminder of affiliation statement requirements for 802.20 me
	Will start of technology selection process at this meeting.

	802.19 activities
	Steve Shellhammer presents the 802.19 agenda and plans. Docu
	Review status of 802 rules change. ExCom Letter Ballot was a
	Will have comment resolution this week. Will send an updated
	802.19 has set up liaisons with 802.11, 802.15. 802.16 and 8
	Will meet all day Tuesday and Wednesday this week.

	802.18 activities
	Carl Stephenson is not in the room

	802.15 activities
	802.15.1 – Tom Seip
	802.15.1a Task Group updating Bluetooth specification. Compl
	802.15.1b is working on becoming a task group to add enhance

	802.15.3a – Bob Heile
	Continue in the selection process. Confirmation vote is next

	802.15.3b – John Barr
	Amendment to 802.15.3 standard. Have completed evaluation of

	802.15.3c – Reed Fisher
	MMwave PAN. Study Group. Will meet Tuesday, and work on PAR 

	802.15.4a – Pat Kinney
	Alternate PHY for 802.15.4. Addressing ranging and enhanced 

	802.15.4b – Robert Poor
	802.15.4 revision work. Developing clarifications and enhanc


	802.11 activities
	Voters Summary
	Harry Worstell presents document 04/1038r0.
	There are 411 voting members, 122 nearly voters, 349 aspiran
	Documentation: There will be new templates for documents aft
	The membership is responsible to alert Harry Worstell if any
	After attending a session, members must request reflector me
	There will be templates for requesting voting rights, and re
	If any member has difficulty getting off the reflector, cont

	802.11 WG Agenda
	Stuart Kerry reviews the 802.11 agenda in 802.11/04/0818.
	Motion to adopt the agenda
	Colin Lanzl.
	Second Jon Rosdahl
	The agenda is approved with Unanimous consent

	Matters arising from the minutes?
	None

	The 802.11 minutes from Portland are approved by Unanimous c
	WG Policies and Procedures
	No other updates


	Task Group E – John Fakatselis
	Completed a Sponsor Recirc. 183 comments were addressed and 
	Ballot results for last Sponsor Recirc will be announced at 
	Stuart Kerry notes that TI has notified 802.11e that the acr

	Task Group J – Sheung Li
	Thanks for the WG and Sponsor Ballot groups for their work. 

	Task Group K – Richard Paine
	LB71 closed Saturday. 1000 comments received. Will resolve c

	Task Group M – Bob O’Hara
	Will meet most days this week. Will cover an interpretation 

	Task Group N – Bruce Kraemer
	Will be in session all slots this week. Will begin technical

	Task Group R – Clint Chaplin
	Call For Proposals last meeting, 13 responses. Proposals wil

	Task Group S – Donald Eastlake
	Document 831r3 agenda. 16 presentations this week. Terms, us

	Task Group T – Charles Wright
	Since July TGT became a task group. Still listed as WPP some
	Stuart Kerry notes that meetings cannot proceed without a se

	WNG Standing Committee – TK Tan
	Two sessions this week. Updates from liaisons. Can still sch

	SG APF – Dorothy Stanley
	Access Point Functionality. Agenda in document 04/1036.  Loo

	WAVE SG – Lee Armstrong
	Objective is to review draft. Document is fairly complete. T

	WIEN SG – Stephen McCann
	Agenda in document 04/1015. Objectives are technical present

	WNM SG – Harry Worstell
	Will have 4 sessions, review PAR and reformat to new format.

	WG editor –
	Terry Cole is not present. No report.

	Publicity
	Greg Rasor and Al Petrick are not present. No Report.


	Announcements
	Stuart Kerry reminds the group that projectors are the respo
	Members are advised to not leave computers unattended. This 
	Bob Heile acknowledges and thanks Nanotron technologies who 

	Adjourn joint meeting, recess WG meetings at 9:31am

	Wednesday Plenary Session, September 15, 2004
	Opening
	The meeting is called to order by Stuart J. Kerry at 10:30AM
	There are 460 people in the room.
	The chair has conformed that there are 216 voters present at

	Agenda
	Review of the Agenda in document 04/818r4.
	Changes of names from WPP to TGT.
	Added items in new business
	MIMO description
	APF description changes
	WIEN PAR and 5C


	Announcements
	Greg Rasor is the joint chair of Publicity. Asks for inputs 
	The TGs Secretary selection will take place Thursday morning

	Letters of Assurance
	Stuart J. Kerry asks for any new letters of assurance from t
	TK Tan presents a LOA on behalf of Philips regarding TGn.

	He displays the 802.11 web site for the membership, and the 
	He reviews the web site area for IEEE SA Standards Developme

	Attendance
	Chairs are reminded to attend the Thursday AM CAC session
	Harry Worstell reports on the status of the attendance list.

	Approval of Agenda
	Stuart J. Kerry reviews the changes to the agenda so far.
	Any further modification or new items?
	Duncan Kitchin has sent out slides regarding motions needed 
	WAVE SG still has an outstanding request to ANA.
	The ANA update is added to new business on the agenda.

	The agenda is approved with Unanimous consent

	Reports from Liaisons
	802.11 to 802.15.3a – Atul Garg
	not present. 3rd call – liaison removed, volunteers requeste

	802.11 to 802.18 – Denis Kuahara
	802.18 will be comments to the FCC NPRM on the unlicensed us
	Working on resolving the case for point to multipoint system
	Will conduct F2F meeting in October, and finalize in Novembe
	Radio Regulatory group has a Study group to standardize equi

	802.11 to 802.19 – Colin Lanzl
	document 11/04/1084r1
	Working on EC letter ballot on 802 P&P regarding coexistence
	All comment on the LB have been resolved.
	The results of the LB and comments are in 19/04/29r0
	Resolutions are in 19/04/33r0, changes in 19/04/32r0, minute
	In November will present revised P&P changes, and hear techn
	Colin Lanzl will not participate in the future – looking for
	Stuart J. Kerry requests any interested parties to contact h

	802.11 to WiFi Alliance – Bill Carney
	document 11/04/1078r0
	WPA2 certification initiated on Sept 1, 2004. There is an 18
	37 devices have been certified in the first 2 weeks.
	WFA has started certification for QoS. The WMM certification
	Certification for WMM has started on Sept 8, 2004.
	WFA has created interoperability certificates. It has been u
	WFA has started a new WWAN/WiFi convergence group.
	Stuart J. Kerry notes that 802.11 and WFA are coordinating f

	802.11 to JEDEC JC-61 – Tim Wakeley
	document 11/04/1085r0
	Norman Rangwala is new chair of JC-61
	BB-RF Interface standard has been published.
	MRD for interoperability has been completed.
	Working on extension, adding additional clock for higher rat
	Next meeting Nov 12th in San Antonio – week before 802 plena

	802.11 to IETF – Dorothy Stanley
	document 11/04/1041r0
	IETF has been working on 802.11 EAP method requirements. 802
	CAPWAP WG is nearly complete with first output document. Com
	EAP network discovery – two documents are ongoing developmen
	IETF Radius Extensions WG work is starting, drafts available
	Stuart J. Kerry notes that meeting dates should also be coor

	802.11 to MMAC – Inoue-san
	document 11/04/1071r0
	Japanese organization for wireless standards. Has an 802.11 
	Planning to update ARIB STD T71 to include 802.11j, and supp
	Discussion
	What are the Japanese regulations on 5.15 to 5.25? Why is a 



	Old Business
	CAC Bonneville team
	Brian has not provided an update. Will put off till Friday, 
	Stuart requests a resolution by the November meeting opening

	CAC secretary’s team.
	Harry has been unable to complete.
	Stuart notes that the membership audit has taken priority. H


	New Business
	Letter Ballot 71 results
	77% return. One email ballot from Satoshi Oyama was not rece
	211 for, 75 against, 32 abstain.
	Approval ratio 73.8%.

	MIMO and its description
	document 11/04/1097r0
	Motions on the pronunciation of MIMO, either My Moe or Mee M
	Moved Sheung Li
	Second Colin Lanzl

	Discussion
	What about the ITU phonetics?
	Why is this necessary – everyone knows what it means, either

	One Motion: vote for either pronunciation.
	Call the question – Colin Lanzl
	Vote:  “My Moe”: 69   “Mee Moe” : 24  Abstain: 35

	“My Moe” is selected as the standard pronunciation for MIMO.

	Access Point Functionality Description changes.
	document 11/04/1036r1
	Background
	The purpose of APF is to add clarifying information, not def
	Desire to form an Ad-Hoc group, operating under SG rules, cr

	Discussion
	Stuart J. Kerry asks Bob O’Hara, TGm chair, if this could be
	The APF SG would naturally expire in November if not renewed

	On behalf of the APF SG, Move to request formation of an Ad-
	Moved Dorothy Stanley, on behalf of APF SG
	Discussion
	The 802 ExCom wants to control work in the WG. Recommends fo
	The APF SG did discuss that. This is not a new process, but 
	Against this from a formal standpoint. The history of 802.11
	If the group wishes to submit to TGm, it should do it inform
	In favor – the preceding points are not relevant to the moti
	This is not an issue with 802 process. This is just a quick 
	Question for the TGm chair: Does the scope of the work descr
	This motion doesn’t have any effect. Anyone could make a sub
	Is the goal of the ad hoc group limited to section 5.2 of th
	If the SG dissolves, couldn’t those people just join the wor
	Is the issue that there are many non-voters? The intent is t
	Against the motion. Doesn’t think WDS should be out of scope

	5 minute recess while the chairs review the optimum wording 

	Motion to amend: Add the following text to the end of the mo
	Moved Dave Bagby
	Second Colin Lanzl
	Call the question (Colin L/ John F)
	Vote on calling the question:  passes 58 : 7 : 19

	Vote on the motion to amend:  passes 37 : 12 : 26

	Motion as amended, on the floor:
	On behalf of the APF SG, Move to request formation of an Ad-
	Discussion
	Notes that is in the discretion of the WG chair to allow eve
	Stuart J. Kerry has read 3.6, it does state the TG can make 

	Vote on the main motion: passes 65 : 6 : 18


	WIEN SG PAR and 5C
	Background
	As chair of WIEN SG, Stephen McCann announces that the SG ha
	The Group has decided to move forward and create an amendmen

	Move to approve the PAR document IEEE 802.11-04/506r8, and 5
	Moved Stephen McCann on behalf of WIEN SG
	Discussion
	Resolving of the use of “Task Group” changed to “Study Group
	Request to delay vote until Friday to give members time to r

	Any objection to call the question? None
	Vote: passes 62 : 3 : 32 (95% for)
	Stephen McCann notes that he is a candidate for chair of TGu


	ANA Update
	Background
	The WG needs to pass motions to reconcile ANA numbers.

	Motion: Request the assigned numbers authority to assign thr
	Moved Jesse Walker
	Second Richard Paine

	Discussion
	Why not wait until sponsor ballot? We don’t want any early i
	Does Duncan support these motions? Yes, he recommended them.
	Any objection to remove the words “If Available”. None
	In previous ballots we were told that drafts should not be s
	Call the question (John) no objection

	Vote on the motion: passes 66 : 2 : 9
	Request the assigned numbers authority to assign one capabil
	Moved Jesse Walker
	Second John F
	Discussion
	TGe has requested the bit.
	In light of that, if this passes, TGe will have to request.
	The WG chair rules that this motion will be deferred until F



	The chair has re-conformed that there are 216 voters present

	Recess at 12:30pm

	Friday Plenary Session, September 17, 2004
	Opening
	The meeting is called to order by Stuart J. Kerry at 8:20am.

	Review of Agenda
	04/818r4 is on the server after the Wednesday.
	Any modifications to the agenda?
	None

	The agenda is approved with Unanimous consent

	Announcements
	CAC teleconferences are Oct 4th. Graphics have been sent out
	Reports and minutes due by Sept 20th
	The chair announces we have a Quorum at this meeting with 21
	The WIEN PAR approval was voted and confirmed with a Quorum 
	APF is looking for a chair.
	There are 214 people in the room.

	LOA
	Airespace, Philips, and Agere have submitted LOA this week.
	Any other LOA?
	None

	Stuart J. Kerry asks the membership if everyone understands 

	Review of Objectives for this session
	We have 411 voters in 802.11. We lost 200 voters in the audi

	Reports
	TGe - John Fakatselis
	Report in document 04/1137.
	Last SB recirc had 87% approval, with 181 comments. All comm
	The editor has produced a new draft ready for ballot.
	Discussion
	Resolution of DLP trademark issue from TI? A comment was int
	What is the intention of the TG to go to RevCom? TGe will an


	TGj – John Kowalski
	Report in 04/1145r0
	Task group did not meet in Berlin
	P802.11J-D1.6 has been submitted to RevCom for approval.
	There are no further TGj meetings expected.

	TGk – Richard Paine
	Objectives were to process LB71. Did comment resolution. LB7
	Started comment resolution categorization and resolution.
	Working on neighbor reports, histograms, beacon reports and 
	Objectives for November- new Letter Ballot.
	Will have ad-hoc week of 10/18 in Seattle. Will continue wee
	Will continue LB71 comment resolution in November
	Discussion
	Will all LB71 comments be dealt with? Yes, the TG expects to


	TGm – Bob O’Hara
	Report in document 04/1033r0
	Two submissions were received. These submissions, and 18 oth
	Closed 2 work items, resolved 19 and sent to editor, leaving
	November – will consider new submissions, process work items
	TGm was unable to process interpretation request. Calling fo
	See Bob O’Hara or Stuart Kerry.
	Draft 0.3 of  802.11-ma revision has been created. Rollup of
	It will be on the 802.11 web site member private area.

	TGn – Bruce Kraemer
	Report in document 04/1081
	Goal was to hear 32 presentations of proposals.
	Plans for November. Agenda was not completely set. Will revi

	TGr – Clint Chaplin
	Report in 04/1142r0
	Decided on downselect process
	Gave 4 preliminary proposals, and other presentations.
	Down-select process in 04/1121r2
	There is a sunset provision – the group will vote to rescind
	Minutes in 1034
	In November, 13 proposals will be given, and starting select

	TGs – Donald Eastlake
	Report in 04/1128r0
	TGs elected secretary, had 16 presentations. Adopted terms a
	TGs announces that the intent is to issue CFP in January, wi
	Goals for November. Will work on requirements and other docu
	Held joint meeting with TGr – decided that there is no need 
	Will have teleconferences on Wednesdays at 13:00 US Pacific 
	The WG Chair states that this WG uses only Eastern time. Don

	TGT – Charles Wright
	Report in document 04/1025r0
	Editor and Secretary were not appointed. Had 4 presentations
	presentation of 04/1009 was a proposed framework. Document 0
	Planning teleconferences starting Sept 30th at 12:00noon Eas

	Publicity – Harry Worstell
	None of the key people were present at the meeting. There we

	APF SG – Dorothy Stanley
	Report in document 04/1140r0
	Initial work on PAR and 5C. Will use existing TGm mechanisms
	In November, will review and refine submissions and provide 
	Will have 2 teleconferences.
	The goal is to finish work with text to TGm by March 2005, f
	This Ad Hoc Group will disappear in March 2005.
	The WG chair asks for any volunteers for APF Ad Hoc Chair? N
	Dorothy Stanley is appointed as APF Ad Hoc Chair by acclamat

	WNG – TK Tan
	Report in document 04/1044r1
	Had 3 submissions: DVB for wireless home networks., 11 manag
	Discussed architectural issues for next generation WLANs
	Plans for November. Will issue request for proposals and ide

	WIEN – Stephen McCann
	Report in document 04/1112r0
	Approved PAR and 5C
	Reviewed IETF EAP draft
	had presentations on AR identifier, network detection, and e
	Met as WIEN Ad Hoc committee. Reviewed IETF draft and produc
	there will be 2 minutes – one for SG and one for Ad Hoc
	November meeting – will have initial requirements discussion


	Special Orders
	TGe Motions
	Believing that the reason code 45 should be reserved and own
	Moved John Fakatselis on behalf of TGe
	Vote: Approved by Unanimous consent
	Believing that the capability information field bit 15 shoul
	Moved John Fakatselis on behalf of TGe

	Vote: Approved by Unanimous consent

	Believing that the information element “QoS Action” is owned
	Moved John Fakatselis on behalf of TGe
	Vote: Approved by Unanimous consent

	Believing that sponsor ballot comment responses in 11-04/988
	Moved John Fakatselis on behalf of TGe
	Discussion
	Does the WG have to authorize this? The WG chair prefers to 

	Vote: Approved by Unanimous consent

	Believing that their work will be progressed significantly a
	Moved John Fakatselis on behalf of TGe
	Vote: Approved by Unanimous consent

	Believing that TGe will pass motions resulting in sponsor ba
	Moved John Fakatselis on behalf of TGe
	Discussion
	The last time we had a recirculation as a result of an inter
	This was discussed, delay could cost the approval 4 months. 
	TGe has gone on for 5 years. This is not rushed. We don’t ne
	More meetings means more time to do the work. This is the be
	This motion is about a recirculation, not about a meeting lo
	Doesn’t mind the interim meeting, but wants to wait until th

	Motion ID 504
	Vote: Motion passes 62 : 1 : 15


	TGk Motions
	Move to request the Working Group to empower TGk to hold an 
	Moved Richard Paine on behalf of TGk
	Discussion
	Why teleconferences? For those who cannot attend the interim
	The WG chair notes that comment resolution is not normally o
	Giving this meeting will not send out a LB, do we need to em
	Harry Worstell notes that comment resolution via teleconfere
	An alternative to a teleconference during the meeting would 
	The WG chair asks the TG chair to consider that option.
	Clarification on what it means to not have votes. Some votes
	Richard Paine states that a teleconference will not be condu
	Stuart Kerry asks if there is any objection to striking out 
	An objection from the floor. – this motion was made on behal
	Question is called ( Bob O / John R) no objection


	Motion ID 505
	Vote on the main motion: Passes 65 : 0 : 6

	Believing that the capability information field bit 12 shoul
	Moved Richard Paine on behalf of TGk
	Vote: Motion approved by Unanimous consent

	Believing that the management action category code 5 should 
	Moved Richard Paine on behalf of TGk
	Discussion
	What was the TGk vote? If this is a motion from TGk? Do we n
	This was not voted on in TGk

	Second by Bob O’Hara
	Vote: Motion approved by Unanimous consent


	TGn – no motion
	TGr – no motions
	TGs – no motions
	TGT – no motions
	Publicity – no motions
	WNG – no motions
	APF – no motions
	WAVE – no motions
	WIEN – Stephen McCann
	Introduction
	The WIEN Ad Hoc committee generated the letter in document 0
	Regarding network discovery using EAP.
	The draft provides an effective solution, but we feel it doe

	Move to request the IEEE 802.11 Working Group to approve doc
	Moved Stephen McCann on behalf of WIEN SG
	Discussion
	When we are asked to approve external document, we should al
	The TG chair agrees, and will endeavor to comply in the futu

	Vote: approved with Unanimous consent


	WNM – Harry Worstell
	Move to request the 802.11 WG chair to start a 40 day WG let
	Move Harry Worstell
	Second Al Petrick
	Discussion
	The CGI-based web form for PAR has caused major problems. Re
	Does it have to be 40 days? The WG states it does.
	Can we add document numbers to the motion? No objections.
	Will there be an opportunity to make comments? Yes, this is 
	Will there be comment resolution in November?
	At the end of July, the PAR and 5C were brought forward and 
	Suggests that a letter to the reflector would notify the bod
	In this situation where the PAR is very difficult to manipul


	Motion as modified:
	Move to request the 802.11 WG chair to start a 40 day WG let
	Discussion
	How will comment resolutions be handled?

	The WNM chair requests withdrawing the motion
	Discussion
	Why are we not voting on this document. It has been on the s
	Some members had problems opening the document.
	The WG chair follows the request of the WNM Chair and asks t
	There is no need to delay – comments can be resolved in Nove
	There is no requirement that any comment be address on this 
	If the comments come in, they will be duly noted, but there 
	Given there is an opportunity to submit comments, it would b
	As we are more dependant on electronics, problems like this 
	The WG chair respects the advice of the 802 parliamentarian.
	The WG chair notes that he will lodge a formal protest of th

	Motion ID 507
	Vote: Motion passes 73: 2 : 4
	Discussion
	We need a change of rules in the 4 hour rule to handle this 




	Recess at 10:07 until 10:30
	802.18 – no motion
	802.19 – no motions

	New Business
	None

	Reports – continued
	WAVE SG – Lee Armstrong
	Report in 04/1148r0
	Have worked out process to transfer copyright from ASTM to I
	Will the WG have to do anything? No, this is automatic as so
	802.11p will be an amendment to the latest version of 802.11
	802.11p hopes to go to sponsor ballot in March 2005. The nex
	At this meeting, there was a proposal for an amendment draft
	Planning to have LB at January 2005 meeting.
	Discussion
	The process is to provide an amendment to the current standa
	The SG chair will revise the report to note this.
	What clauses are impacted? There are a number of them. How c
	What is the document number for the proposal for an amended 
	The WG Chair requests putting it in some area. It is a draft
	The WAVE Editor will provide the draft to any member who ask


	WNM – Harry Worstell
	Report in document 04/1146r0
	Discussed the PAR and 5C, and made some changes to reflect c
	In November, WNM will have presentations of scenarios, discu
	Discussion
	Is there a requirements document yet? No, this work has not 



	Motions
	WG Motions
	Move to empower the following TGs/SGs/AHC to hold teleconfer
	Moved Harry Worstell
	Second Al Petrick
	Discussion
	Need to fix one entry in July.
	Change to Sept 29th – no objection.
	Will this be on the web site? Will this document be on the d
	Harry will put this on the server no later than Wednesday of

	Motion ID 508
	Vote: The motion is approved with Unanimous consent



	New Business
	Point of Information
	Does TGe need a motion to empower actions out of the meeting
	The motions passed for TGe are read, and the WG chairs and v

	Whereas the 802.11 wireless world document server is the primary access to 1000+ document for this year alone, and the linear oriented search capabilities currently provides are in
	Moved Dave Bagby
	Second Denis Kuahara
	Discussion
	This motion empowers Stuart to expend our treasury on this s
	Note that members may use a 3rd party FTP client to achieve 
	The WG chair notes that the date is dilatory. We have a disp
	The mover has no objection to setting another date, but does
	Harry Worstell is in favor of the motion, but not sure that 
	802 has almost taken this over from us. The current software
	Stuart J. Kerry notes that the funding issue is that mainten
	In favor of similar motion. This motion references 802wirele
	The WG chair notes that the contract with the contractor is 
	Object to the chair’s characterization of the motion as dila
	The chair notes that the date is dilatory – it cannot be ach
	Dilatory means the motion is wasting time of the body. The c
	We are not appraised of the full scope of issues that are be
	The WG chair doesn’t want to prejudice the body, and cannot 
	Would just these two features be all that is added? If we ar
	We have heard November cannot be met. What date could be met
	The WG chair feels that the end of the year is achievable.


	Motion to amend: Take out 802WIrelessWorld, change the date 
	Moved Dave Bagby
	Second Clint Chaplin
	Call the question
	Dave B/ Chris Hansen
	Vote on calling the question: question is called 44 : 1 : 5

	Vote on motion to amend: passes 49 : 0 : 3

	Motion as amended: Whereas the 802.11 wireless world document server is the primary access to 1000+ document for this year alone, and the linear oriented search capabilities curren
	Discussion on the motion as amended

	Motion to amend: add a “C” sub task with the ability to down
	Moved Garth Hillman
	Discussion
	This is counter to the intent of the mover to keep the task 
	The mover is informed that this would not be a simple change
	The mover withdraws the motion to amend, with the hope that 

	Discussion on the main motion
	Question called (Mike M/ Chris H) no objection


	Motion on the floor: Whereas the 802.11 wireless world document server is the primary access to 1000+ document for this year alone, and the linear oriented search capabilities curr
	Motion ID 508
	Vote on the motion: passes 47 : 0 : 0

	Discussion
	There are two ways to download – the FTP method allows for m
	The WG chair states that the intent is to change the 802wire

	The working group believes that each TG should be allowed to
	Moved Mike Moreton
	Second Denis Kuahara
	Discussion
	The WG chair states that establishing extra reflectors is po
	Harry Worstell notes that the Standards Companion requires t
	Harry would prefer having a single reflector, and have membe
	The WG chair notes that we had a similar discussion last Jul
	Against this motion – believes that separate email reflector
	Stuart notes that he can’t remember if we moved to modify th


	Motion to amend to: Move that the working group directs the 
	Moved Jon Rosdahl
	Discussion
	Point of order – this completely changes the intent of the o
	The WG chair and Vice chair are of the opinion that this cha
	The mover requests that this text be kept for a future motio
	The motion to amend is withdrawn
	Whether or not an amendment is hostile doesn’t matter. It is
	The chair has ruled, so we are back to the original motion.


	Motion on the floor: The working group believes that each TG
	Discussion
	In favor – members might like to not subscribe to certain to
	A member requests to be added to the CAC reflector in the sp
	The motion should say TG/SG/Ad Hoc?
	The mover is happy with it as is.
	In favor – believes that separate email reflectors per task 
	It is easy to have a special reflector that combines all TGs
	Call the question ( Mike M / Clint C) no objection

	Motion ID 510
	Vote on the main motion: Motion passes 39 : 4 : 6


	Next Meeting
	San Antonio, TX, November 14-19, 2004, the 88th meeting of 8
	The hotel reservations are open.
	The agenda has been discussed in the CAC. Each TG gets 14 ho
	The WG chair reviews the schedule graphic.
	Stuart notes that the opening plenary has been changed, acco
	We have 413 members.
	Stuart notes the change for Thursday evening. There will be 
	Discussion
	Does this change for Thursday effect the 4 hour rule? Maybe 
	The agenda shows there will be Task Group sessions during th


	Adjourn at 12:05pm


	TGe Minutes
	Monday Afternoon Session, September 13, 2004
	Opening
	Call to order
	JohnF (John Fakatselis): I call the meeting to order.
	Meeting convened at 4:05 pm.


	Agenda
	Review of Meeting Times
	JohnF: Now and after dinner, then Tuesday and Wednesday, wit

	Review of the agenda
	JohnF:  The first order of business is the agenda (on screen
	Srini: Is there any reason to have special orders?  If we wa
	JohnF: Yes.  We are discussing the acceptability of the agen
	Amjad: Does the agenda cover the discussions in Portland hel
	JohnF:  Yes that will be covered.  Are there any other quest

	Review Objectives for the Session
	JohnF: There are about 183 comments.  The team participating

	Approval of the agenda
	JohnF: Are there any objections to adopting the agenda as sh

	Rules Review for New Members
	JohnF: How many newcomers? There are four people who have no

	Last Meeting Summary
	JohnF: Last meeting we went to recirculation, got 183 commen
	Srini: 3 “no” to “yes”, one “yes” to “no”.  We have still ab
	JohnF:  Are there any questions or inaccuracies on the minut
	BobM:  I will investigate the difficulty.

	Call for Papers
	Request for presentation.
	JohnF: Does the paper address a specifc comment or comments?
	JarkkoK: These relate to some problems we have seen with HCC
	JohnF: I appreciate your effort to share the problem.  The o
	Amjad: Document 03-973r1 attaches to one of my comments.
	JohnF: Are there any other papers appropriate to present at 
	Are there any more papers? None.


	Process
	Review of Voting/Comment Resolution
	JohnF: In Portland, resolutions were developed for every one

	Presentations
	JohnF: Amjad are you going to take the floor?

	Presentation of document 03/9734r1
	Amjad: Document 03-973r1 is on the screen,  “Signaling Accep

	Discussion
	[Discussion followed regarding utility of the suggested addi
	JohnF: The gentleman with the other paper?  Were you able to

	Approval of Portland minutes
	The minutes of the Portland ad-hoc meeting are on the server


	Closing
	Recess
	JohnF: Is there any objection to recess for dinner?  Hearing
	Meeting closed at 5:55 pm.



	Monday Evening Session, September 13, 2004
	Opening
	Call to order
	JohnF (John Fakatselis): I call the meeting to order.
	Meeting convened at 7:47 pm.  (~3 people attending).


	Process
	Comment Resolution
	Are there any comments/resolutions to be pulled out? No.  Ve


	Closing
	Recess
	JohnF:   Is there any objection to recess?  Hearing none, we
	Meeting closed at 7:50 pm.



	Tuesday Morning Session, September 14, 2004
	Opening
	Call to order
	JohnF (John Fakatselis): I call the meeting to order.
	Meeting convened at 10:40 am.


	Process
	Comment Resolution
	Does anyone have any exceptions or alternate resolutions wit
	Srini: Based on discussions with various members, I have bee
	JohnF: I would like to start with the resolutions developed 
	Srini: Many members who commented are not here.
	JohnF: We shall have to continue anyway.
	Srini: There are a few resolution edits I would like to sugg
	JohnF: Is there any objection to accepting this resolution? 
	Srini: There is another comment identical to this: 176 Takag
	JohnF: Are there any objections? No.  Let us formally accept
	JohnF: On 5 any objection to accept? No.  Accepted.  How abo
	Srini: Yes.  We also discussed 152
	JohnF: Is there any objection to accept 152. None. Accepted.
	Srini: Next is 102.  Usually I do editorial, then technical.
	JohnF: Is there any objection to accepting this? None. Accep
	Mathilde: I would like to add 31 to the exception list.
	Srini: WRT to comment 3.  Relates to EDCA.  Commenter asks t
	JohnF:  Is there any objection to accept comment 3?  None. C
	Srini: Another comment from Takagi (175) suggests a similar 
	JohnF: Is there any objection to accepting the resolution to
	Srini:  Seeing that other members of the group are now here,
	JohnF: So what about the rest of the list?
	Amjad: I would like to talk about a comment.
	JohnF: Do you have resolutions?
	Amjad: I would like to address 159, 160, 166, 168, 170, 171;
	JohnF: Could you show the resolutions like Srini did?  We ca
	Amjad: WRT comment 168:  I don’t understand the rationale fo
	JohnK:  This was designed to correct an error in the standar
	Amjad: But if max and min are widely separated, the situatio
	Srini: 9.9.3.2 does not address power-save.  I submit that t
	Amjad: I request a Straw Poll--- “Would you favor removing t
	JohnF: Do you have a motion?  No.  Let’s go back to the reso
	Thomas: I am disturbed that the commenter did not vote for h
	JohnF:  I can limit discussion, but not suppress it.  Is the
	JohnK:  I would like to go back to original resolution.
	JohnF: Is there any objection to limit discussion to 5 minut
	Amjad: Does the group wish me to continue, or do you feel we
	JohnF: Is there any objection to accepting Amjad’s resolutio
	Srini: Maybe Amjad is correct.  I would like to check clause
	JohnF:  We shall give you time to check.
	Srini: I object.  I feel that 11.2 includes sufficient detai
	JohnF: I would like to take a formal vote on Amjad’s alterna
	JohnK: I move to accept the ad-hoc group’s resolution.  Seco
	JohnF: Is there any discussion?  Then we shall vote. Vote is
	Amjad: The next comment relates to multiple NAV, comment 170
	JohnK: There is not a possibility for a schedule to be creat
	JohnF: Is there discussion on the motion?

	Discussion on the Motion
	JohnK: I call the question.  Second Tim.
	JohnF: We vote on calling the question. Vote is 5,5,1.  Ques
	JohnF:  Is there further discussion? No. Then we vote on acc
	MathildeB: Move to accept Amjad’s resolution on screen. Jenn
	JohnK: Motion to table.  Srini seconds.
	JohnF: The motion is non-debatable.  All those in favor for 
	Amjad: I should move to modify the agenda to provide time to
	JohnF:  The motion to table should have been a motion to pos
	JohnK: Can we change the agenda?
	JohnF: It would require a motion to reconsider requiring a 2
	Srini: I move to reconsider.  JohnK seconds.
	JohnF: Is there any discussion on the motion? All those who 


	Closing
	Recess
	JohnF:  We are past time for lunch.  Is there any objection 
	Meeting closed at 12:37 pm.



	Tuesday Afternoon Session, September 14, 2004
	Opening
	Call to order
	JohnF (John Fakatselis): I call the meeting to order.
	Meeting convened at 1:40 pm.


	Process
	Comment Resolution
	JohnF: We shall continue on.  Amjad had the floor.  He is no
	Srini: Would Mathilde like to go first?
	Mathilde: I have a time limit on my presentation.
	Srini: I shall continue, then.  The first comment is on line
	Mathilde: I would like to offer an alternative to draft a se
	JohnF:  Amjad can take the floor while Mathilde and Srini co
	Amjad: On 159 and 160 a new term was introduced: “EDCAF”.  P
	Srini: EDCAF is basically a change of name for channel acces
	Amjad: I move that we stick with EDCA and “EDCA function” as
	JohnF: Discussion limited to 5 minutes.  None.  We vote on a
	JohnF: Is there an alternate resolution for Line 162, commen
	JohnK: I would like to move to postpone to 8 am tomorrow.  S
	Mathilde:  I do not see reason for postponing of a minor edi
	Amjad: Move to amend.
	JohnF: The motion is not amendable.
	JohnK: We want to get a draft out. I call the question.  Sri
	JohnF: We shall vote.  Vote is 7,6,0. The motion to postpone
	Amjad: Is there any change in the agenda as a result of this
	JohnF: No.
	Amjad: Multiple NAVs were introduced as a compromise to hand
	JohnF: Is there a motion?
	Mathilde: No, because information has not on the server long
	JohnF: Let us move to one where a clear resolution is propos
	Amjad: I propose comment 172.
	Srini: The case addressed would happen only in error.  If it
	Amjad: In the past it was possible to send a single packet w
	BobM: In Portland, Srini convinced me that as a result of th
	Amjad: Thank you for that background.  With respect to line 
	JohnF: Is there any discussion? No. Let us vote on Amjad’s p
	Srini: I move to accept the resolution as created by the ad-
	JohnF: Hearing no discussion, we vote.  Motion passes 9,0,2.
	Amjad: We should now discuss 173.  This touches on my presen
	JohnK: I would like to take a straw poll.  “Who would be in 
	JohnF: Is there any discussion on the motion?
	Amjad: The surplus bandwidth allowance is dependent on the t
	JohnK: I call the question on 173.   MikeP seconds.
	JohnF: A vote of 75% is required. The vote is 9,3,1. The vot
	Srini: I wish to move to accept the responses as written in 
	JohnK: Is there any discussion? None.  Hearing none, is ther
	Mathilde: I propose an alternate resolution for comment 9.  
	Mathilde: I move that this resolution be accepted.  Seconded
	JohnF: Are there any objections to accepting this motion as 


	Closing
	Recess
	JohnF:  Is there any objection to recess?  Seeing none, we a
	Meeting closed at 3:32 pm.



	Wednesday Morning Session, September 15, 2004
	Opening
	Call to order
	JohnF (John Fakatselis): I call the meeting to order.
	Meeting convened at 8:10 am.


	Process
	Comment Resolution
	JohnF: We have 8 comments yet to resolve.
	AndrewE: I would like to bring a motion to decline one of th
	JohnF: You will be next after the resolutions already in pro
	JohnK: Regarding comment 159: I would like to move that  the
	JohnF: Is there discussion on the motion? Yes.
	JohnK: I call the question.  Srini seconds.
	JohnF: Is there any objection to calling the question? No.
	JohnF: Is there any objection to accepting the motion? Yes. 
	Srini: Similar comment 160: Motion to accept the same resolu
	JohnF: Is there any objection to accepting the motion as sho
	AndrewE: I wish to address comment number 9.  We discussed t
	- the information in these bits is not provided anywhere els
	- the information is  useful to some implementations.  The Q
	- if this feature is not used, the extra bits become reserve
	- this feature is optional and therefore represents minimal 
	Second Jennifer.

	Discussion on the motion
	JohnF: I call the question.  Any objection to accepting? Non
	Srini: I ask Andrew to address 163 as well, copying the prev
	AndrewE:  I wish to move that we decline comment 163 for the
	JohnF: Is there any discussion on the motion? No.  Is there 

	Presentation of document 1093r0
	Mathilde:  This is an old subject dealing with NAV protectio

	Discussion
	TimG: If this causes no observable differences, why not allo
	Srini: [Several objections]
	Mathilde: I’d like a straw poll.  “Who would vote for this p
	JohnK: I should like to make a motion to accept the resoluti
	JohnF: Please hold your motion temporarily.


	Closing
	Recess
	Before we go forward, is there any objection to a 5 minute r
	Meeting closed at 9:40 am.


	Opening
	Call to order
	JohnF (John Fakatselis): I call the meeting to order.
	Meeting convened at 9:45 am.


	Process
	Comment Resolution
	JohnF: We shall continue on.  I wanted to refresh our memory
	JohnK: I move to bring back 170 from the table.  Srini secon
	JohnF: Is there any objection to bringing this motion back f
	JohnK: I move to accept the resolution to comment 170 as pro
	JohnF: Is there any discussion on the motion?  Yes.
	JohnK. I call the question.  Srini seconds.
	JohnF: We shall vote on calling the question.  The vote is 4
	JohnK:  Motion to accept the resolution to comment 31 and 16
	JohnF: Is there any objection to passing this motion? None. 


	Closing
	Recess
	Is there any objection to recessing.  No objection.
	Closed at 9:58 am.



	Wednesday Afternoon Session, September 15, 2004
	Opening
	Call to order
	JohnF (John Fakatselis): I call the meeting to order.
	Meeting convened at 1:40 pm


	Process
	Comment Resolution
	JohnF: We shall recommence with discussion of  comment 169.
	JohnK: I wish to move:
	Decline comment Soomro/11 with the following reason: Since t
	JohnF:  This does not include technical detail.  I suggest t
	JohnK:  I will reword the motion:
	Decline comment Soomro/11 with the following reason: The gro
	JohnF: Is there any discussion on this motion? No. Is there 
	JohnK: I would now like to address new comment 181 (regardin
	Accepted.  Instruct the editor to replace all occurrences of
	JohnF: Is there a second for this motion?  TimG seconds.  Is
	JohnF: Thank you for that information.
	Srini: I would like to share several motions I would like to
	JohnF: Very well.  We shall address these on Thursday.   It 

	Presentation 1080r0
	Todor Cooklev provides a presentation, available on server.

	Comment Reconsideration
	Srini: I would like to request a reconsideration for a comme
	JohnF: You were the mover?
	Srini: Yes.  I had several discussions with the commenter, a
	JohnF: This will require 2/3 vote.  If it passes we can ente
	Srini: I move to reconsider resolution to comment Adachi/5. 
	JohnF:  Are there any objections to reconsideration?  Yes.  
	Srini: I wish to change the resolution to “accepted” (DLP is
	BobM: Point of information, there is no longer any DLP.
	Srini: We will modify the language to take this into account
	[Discussion]
	JohnF: The chair calls the question.  Is there any objection
	Srini: I wish to reconsider comment 176  Seconded by JohnK.
	[Discussion]
	JohnF: Is there any objection to reconsideration.  Yes.  We 
	Srini: I would like to change the resolution to “Comment acc
	BobM: I move to amend the motion to change “somewhat identic
	JohnF: Is there any discussion on this amendment? No.  Is th


	Closing
	Recess
	JohnF: We appear to have concluded all of the business we ha
	JohnK: I so move.  Seconded MikeP
	JohnF: Is there any discussion? No.  Is there any objection 
	Meeting closed at 2:37 pm.



	Thursday Afternoon Session, September 15, 2004
	Opening
	Call to order
	JohnF (John Fakatselis): I call the meeting to order.
	Meeting convened at 4:10 pm


	Process
	Comment Resolution
	JohnF: Would anyone like to present a paper? Yes.  But first
	Srini: I would like to put in place a set of motions includi
	JohnF: We will cover that as soon as we hear the presenter.

	Presentation of document 1045r2
	Jarkko Kneckt presented a document 04/1045-02, HCCA TXOP han
	Srini: Motion: reconsider the resolution of comment Seip/8 o
	JohnF: Is there any discussion on the reconsideration of thi
	Srini: Move to accept comment Seip/8 of the original sponsor
	JohnF: Is there any discussion on the motion? None.  Is ther
	JohnF: I pass the chair to Tim Godfrey for a short time [Joh
	[Jarkko suggests changing the Q-ACK option and set EOSP in Q
	Jarkko: Pursuant to my presentation on slide 5 of document 1
	[The following minutes were taken by Tim Godfrey, who gracio

	Presentation of document 957r4
	Srini Kandala
	Regarding submissions to ANA for specific numbers for 802.11
	Motion: Believing that the reason code 45 should be reserved
	Moved Srini
	Second John
	Motion passes with Unanimous consent.

	Capability Information Field
	Motion: Believing that the capability information field bit 
	Moved Srini
	Second John K
	Motion passes with unanimous consent

	Move to request the ANA to convert the designation of bit 14
	Moved Srini,
	Second Inoue
	Motion passes with unanimous consent

	Believing that the information element “QoS Action” is owned
	Moved Srini
	Second John F
	Motion passes with unanimous consent


	Discussion
	Tom Seip visits the meeting, and says he is satisfied with c


	New Business
	ANA and TI trademark issues have been resolved
	No other new business


	New Draft
	P802.11e-D9.1 has been posted to the private drafts area on 
	It contains all changes up to yesterday.
	There will be one more editorial review before it is release
	There is one entry changed in the table.
	Motion: Believing that sponsor ballot comment responses in 1
	Moved Srini
	Second John

	Motion to amend: change R3 to R4 to accommodate comment reso
	Moved Jennifer
	Second Mathilde

	Discussion
	Document 04-988r3 is updated to r4, containing all comment r
	Vote: Motion to amend passes with unanimous consent

	Motion on the floor: Believing that sponsor ballot comment r
	Vote: Motion passes 15 : 0 : 0


	Discussion
	We have already announced an October meeting (In July).
	Srini notes that the announcement has not been on the reflec
	We need to have a motion for a new date, at least a month fr
	Motion: Believing that their work will be progressed signifi
	Moved Srini
	Second John
	Discussion
	Can we have teleconference capability? The WG chair has rule
	JohnF – this motion does not preclude. If we can work it out

	Vote: Motion passes with unanimous consent.

	Motion: Believing that TGe will pass motions resulting in sp
	Moved Srini,
	Second John K
	Vote: motion passes 6: 3 : 0



	Closing
	Adjourn
	Is there any objection to adjourning TGe?  No objection.
	Closed at 6:00PM.





