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The following comments were received from 802.19 TAG voters on the how the TAG should vote on the 802.15 letter ballot 31 to send draft 802.15.4bD2 to sponsor ballot.

1 Carl Stevenson

While I certainly don't want to impede progress, I believe that without having met the requirement for a CA doc, I could not in good conscience vote to send the draft to sponsor ballot.  This is 802's last "bite at the apple" to make sure things are right ... after it goes to sponsor ballot; it's largely out of our hands.

 

Cannot .15 finish their CA doc and submit it and the draft to a vote at the July plenary?

 

Regards,

Carl

2 Steve Whitesell
The requirement in the 802 P&P is that "[t]he CA document shall accompany the draft on all wireless working group letter ballots."  No distinction is made for a working group "letter ballot to forward [a] draft to Sponsor ballot."  If an adequate CA document had been available for a previous letter ballot, and if no substantive changes were made in the draft being voted on for forwarding to Sponsor ballot, then including the previous version of the CA document would be satisfactory.

What we have here appears to be different.  Annex E of the draft indicates that it applies to the document being forwarded (IEEE 802.15.4-REVb/D2):

"This annex considers issues regarding coexistence between IEEE

802.15.4-REVb/D2 devices and other wireless IEEE-compliant devices."

However, as you pointed out, it appears to be taken from an older document with no updates.  Specifically, it fails to address coexistence with 802.11 g devices, among others.

Since the 802 P&P requires that "[t]he CA document shall address coexistence with all relevant approved 802 wireless standards specifying devices for unlicensed operation," I conclude that the material in Annex E fails to meet the requirements for a CA.  Therefore, I do not see how

802.19 can make a determination that "the CA methodology was applied appropriately and reported correctly."  Based on this, I see no alternative but for 802.19 to cast a NO vote on the letter ballot.

Allowing this document to go forward unchallenged without an adequate CA document would set a terrible precedent.  If Paul Nikolich and the EC members want to allow the standard to go forward without an updated CA document because it was work in progress at the time the new rule was adopted, that is a decision they can make.  But I believe the 802.19 position must be that the CA document provided failed to consider "all relevant approved 802 wireless standards specifying devices for unlicensed operation," with 802.11g being the most obvious example.

Steve W
3 Steve Shellhammer

            My personal position on this issue is that the working group has had ample time to prepare the CA document and has not included a CA document in the ballot package.  Therefore, I believe the TAG should vote NO on this ballot to send 802.15.4b to sponsor ballot until a CA document has been produced.  Below is a short history of the 802.15.4b CA document which I submit as evidence that the working group is required to produce a CA document and has had ample time to do so.

History of 802.15.4b Coexistence Assurance (CA) Document

November 2004

The Executive Committee approved a new procedure in the 802 P&P requiring a wireless working group developing a draft standard for unlicensed operation to produce a coexistence assurance (CA) document which is to accompany the draft on working group letter ballots and sponsor ballots.

January 2005

Members of the 802.15.4b task group contacted the 802.19 TAG chair (Steve Shellhammer) to asking if a CA document would be required for 802.15.4b.  The TAG chair contacted the 802 chair (Paul Nikolich) and asked the 802 chair for an interpretation of the 802 Policies and Procedures regarding this matter.

Paul,

   I send you an email during the IEEE meeting (see below) regarding whether 802.15.4b needs to produce a Coexistence Assurance document.  I never heard back from you.  The 802.15.4b TG is interested in your ruling so they know if they need to produce a CA document.

Regards,

Steve
The 802 chair stated in an email dated January 26, 2005,

Steve,

Per our discussion today, my intention is to require any project that had not yet entered the WG ballot stage at the time the Coexistence Rules went into effect (end of the Nov2004 plenary session) to produce a Coexistence Assurance document.

Regards,

--Paul Nikolich
March 2005

In March the 802.15 working group held a letter ballot on draft 802.15.4b.  No CA document was included in the ballot package so the 802.19 TAG chair voted NO on the ballot and stated the reason was that no CA document was included in the ballot package.

At the March IEEE 802 Plenary the 802.19 TAG chair (Steve Shellhammer) and vice chair (Tom Siep) were invited to attend an IEEE 802.15.4b meeting to discuss the CA document requirements.  The chair and vice chair attended and gave a presentation entitled “What is a CA Document?” IEEE 802.19/05-0006r1.  The TAG chair and vice chair answered questions about a CA document and offered to review any preliminary material and offer assistance as needed.

June 2005

In comment resolution the 802.15.4b chair (Robert Poor) in an effort to resolve the NO comment contacted the TAG chair concerning the NO comment.   After some email discussion regarding what would be involved in developing a CA document for 802.15.4b the task group chair stated that the task group would put something together before the July Plenary.  The task group chair’s email stated,

Steve:

Awesome -- thanks.  I'll put together the "simple metric" sometime in advance of San Francisco, and would welcome the opportunity for the 802.19 group to comment on it, perhaps live and in person in SF.  I'm gathering the parameters from the PHY team right now.

- Rob

June 2005

One June 29 the 802.15 working group issued a letter ballot (LB 31) closing on July 14, 2005, to send the draft 802.15.4b to sponsor ballot.  No CA document was included in the ballot package.

Regards,

Steve

Notice: This document has been prepared to assist IEEE 802.19. It is offered as a basis for discussion and is not binding on the contributing individual(s) or organization(s).  The material in this document is subject to change in form and content after further study. The contributor(s) reserve(s) the right to add, amend or withdraw material contained herein.





Release: The contributor grants a free, irrevocable license to the IEEE to incorporate material contained in this contribution, and any modifications thereof, in the creation of an IEEE Standards publication; to copyright in the IEEE’s name any IEEE Standards publication even though it may include portions of this contribution; and at the IEEE’s sole discretion to permit others to reproduce in whole or in part the resulting IEEE Standards publication.  The contributor also acknowledges and accepts that this contribution may be made public by IEEE 802.19.





Patent Policy and Procedures: The contributor is familiar with the IEEE 802 Patent Policy and Procedures <� HYPERLINK "http://%20ieee802.org/guides/bylaws/sb-bylaws.pdf" \t "_parent" �http:// ieee802.org/guides/bylaws/sb-bylaws.pdf�>, including the statement "IEEE standards may include the known use of patent(s), including patent applications, provided the IEEE receives assurance from the patent holder or applicant with respect to patents essential for compliance with both mandatory and optional portions of the standard."  Early disclosure to the TAG of patent information that might be relevant to the standard is essential to reduce the possibility for delays in the development process and increase the likelihood that the draft publication will be approved for publication.  Please notify the Chair <Shellhammer@ieee.org> as early as possible, in written or electronic form, if patented technology (or technology under patent application) might be incorporated into a draft standard being developed within the IEEE 802.19 TAG. If you have questions, contact the IEEE Patent Committee Administrator at <� HYPERLINK "mailto:patcom@ieee.org" \t "_parent" �patcom@ieee.org�>.





Abstract


This is a compilation of the comments received by 802.19 TAG voters on the 802.15 letter ballot 31 to send Draft 802.15.4bD2 to sponsor ballot.
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