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Media Independent Handover Services

Tentative Minutes of the IEEE P802.21 Working Group

Manchester Grand Hyatt, San Diego, CA, USA

Chair: Vivek Gupta
Vice Chair: Michael Glenn Williams

Secretary: Xiaoyu Liu

First Day Meetings: Elizabeth G; Monday, July 17th, 2006

1. Meeting Opening (Chair of IEEE 802.21WG)

1.1. Meeting called to order by Vivek Gupta, Chair of IEEE 802.21WG at 1:42PM.

1.2. IEEE 802.21 Session #15 Opening Notes (21-06-0683-01-0000-WGsession15_opening_notes.ppt)

1.2.1. Network information for the documents
1.2.1.1. External website: http://www.ieee802.org/21
1.2.1.2. Meeting website: http://802server/21

1.2.1.3. Alternate website: http://10.128.0.11/21

1.2.1.4. Chair: DCNs for submission would be assigned by Chair.

1.2.1.5. No question.

1.2.2. Attendance and voting membership were presented. Manual attendance is still mandatory for this session.

1.2.3. Chair introduced the trial site for electronic attendance and encouraged the participants to test the new web-based attendance tracking system.

1.2.3.1. Q: Some 802.21 members have other WG memberships.  The trial electronic attendance system does not work for cross-attendance. Chair: At this meeting, the reciprocal membership has not been set up yet by the electronic attendance. For this session we still use the manual attendance. 

1.2.4. WG Letter Ballot presented – No question.

1.2.5. Miscellaneous Meeting Logistics were presented

1.2.6. Registration and media recording policy presented

1.2.7. Membership & Anti-Trust presented – No response

1.2.8. IEEE-SA Standards Board Bylaws on Patents in Standards were presented – No response

1.2.9. Slide on discussions which are inappropriate was also presented. – No response
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6. Patents

IEEE standards may include the known use of essential patents and patent 

applications provided the IEEE receives assurance from the patent holder or 

applicant with respect to patents whose infringement is, or in the case of patent 

applications, potential future infringement the applicant asserts will be, unavoidable in 

a compliant implementation of either mandatory or optional portions of the standard 

[essential patents]. This assurance shall be provided without coercion and prior to 

approval of the standard (or reaffirmation when a patent or patent application 

becomes known after initial approval of the standard). This assurance 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 either 

mandatory or optional portions of the proposed IEEE standard against any person or 

entity complying with the standard; or 

b) A statement that a license for such implementation will be made available without 

compensation 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 standard'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 (Revised December 2004)
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Inappropriate Topics for IEEE WG Meetings

• Don’t discuss licensing terms or conditions

• Don’t discuss product pricing, territorial restrictions, or market share

• Don’t discuss ongoing litigation or threatened litigation

• Don’t be silent if inappropriate topics are discussed… do formally object.

If you have questions, contact the IEEE-SA Standards Board Patent 

Committee Administrator at patcom@ieee.org or visit 

http://standards.ieee.org/board/pat/index.html 

This slide set (last three slides) is available at 

http://standards.ieee.org/board/pat/pat-slideset.ppt

Approved by IEEE-SA Standards Board – March 2003 (Revised December 2004)


1.2.10. Copyright was presented. – No response. 

1.2.11. Chair: How many attend IEEE 802.21 WG meetings for the first time? Floor: 5.
1.2.12. Objectives for the session presented
1.2.12.1. 802.21 Tutorial on Tuesday, at 7:30PM

1.2.12.2. Update from 802.21 Ad Hoc in June at Singapore

1.2.12.3. Letter Ballot #1 Comment Resolution

1.2.12.4. Discussion on future WG activities

1.2.12.5. Interaction with other 802 groups and external SDOs
1.2.12.5.1. Joint sessions with 802.11 and 802.16g
1.2.12.5.2. Update from IETF and FMCA

1.2.12.5.3. 3GPP/3GPP2 next steps discussion

1.2.13. Chair encouraged participants to submit contributions regarding future work items in 802.21WG. 

1.2.14. Future Sessions

1.2.14.1. Chair: How many people plan to go to September interim meeting? Floor: 19.

1.2.14.2. Chair: How many decided not to attend? Floor: 1.

1.3. Meeting Agenda (21-06-0684-01-0000-Session15_San_Diego_Agenda.doc) 

1.3.1. Chair: Any objection to approve the agenda with unanimous consent? Floor: none. 

1.3.1.1. Agenda was approved with unanimous consent.

1.4. Q: In the printed schedule, there are some sessions at night but they are not shown in the agenda. A: We just reserved the meeting room at night. If we need to have any sessions or Ad Hoc, we may use that room. 

1.5. Approval of May Interim Meeting Minutes (21-06-0670-02-0000-802_MIHS_minutes_2006_May_Interim.doc)

1.5.1. Chair: Any modification to the May interim meeting minutes? Floor: none.

1.5.2. Chair: Any objections to approve the May interim meeting minutes with unanimous consent? Floor: none

1.5.2.1. The May interim meeting minutes was approved with unanimous consent.

1.6. Comment that we might need to discuss the ITU-T liaison issues. It is a public question, not only to .21 WG. 

1.7. Chair: If there is any input to the new IEEE 802 PARs that were distributed in the mailing list, we would forward to IEEE 802 EC. 

2. 802.21 Ad Hoc Updates (Chair of IEEE 802.21WG)

2.1. 802.21 June 2006 Ad Hoc Update (21-06-0700-00-0000-June-2006-Ad_Hoc_Update.ppt, Chair of IEEE 802.21WG)

2.1.1. Chair presented the summary of June Face-to-Face Ad Hoc in Singapore. 78 comments were discussed in this Ad Hoc meeting.

2.2. MOTION: Motion the 802.21 WG to Approve the resolution of marked comments by June Ad Hoc group as shown in file 21-06-0647-08-0000_LB1_Master-File.USR

2.2.1. Moved by: Yoshihiro Ohba

2.2.2. Seconded by: Subir Das

2.2.3. Yes: 26

2.2.4. No: 0

2.2.5. Abstain: 2

2.2.6. Chair: Motion passes.

2.3. Chair presented the F2F Ad Hoc Comment Resolution Update (21-06-0702-00-0000-Comment-Resolution-Update.ppt)

2.3.1. Chair: We still need to resolve about 400 comments.

2.3.2. Discussions on additional sessions for comment resolution followed.

2.3.3. Chair: How many would like to attend the meeting on Thursday evening? Floor: 13.

2.3.4. Chair: How many would not be able to attend the Thursday evening session? Floor: 12.

2.3.5. Chair: If needed, we might have additional sessions on early morning.

3. WG Presentations

3.1. Wireless Architecture Group Meeting Update (Michael G. Williams, Vice Chair of IEEE 802.21WG)

3.1.1. Michael presented a summary of the Wireless Architecture Group meetings. 

3.1.2. Straw Poll: Should 802.21 go beyond the current location information of MIIS, study location awareness, expose more dynamic information, and publish location in a media independent way? Floor: 16.

3.1.3. Straw Poll:  Should .21 consider 64-bit vs. 48-bit MAC address issues? Floor: 11.
3.2. Break from 3:20PM to 3:40PM
3.3. A quick overview of ITU-T activities in Mobility Management (by Farrokh Khatibi)

3.3.1. Ulises:  Do you think .21 should participate in ITU-T and submit contributions there? Farrokh: The point is to make sure the work of .21 is visible to ITU-T in order to avoid duplicate efforts, even though it is informative. A liaison from 802.21 WG does make sense.  

3.4. Implementing Quality of Service based Handovers using the IEEE 802.21 framework (21-06-0687-00-0000-QoS_support.ppt, presented by Reijo Salminen, Seesta, and Ulises Olvera, Interdigital)

3.4.1. Reijo presented an example implementation of a Quality of Service (QoS) based handover using the IEEE 802.21 framework

3.4.2. Ulises presented the simulation results.

3.4.3. Comment that different application has different requirements for QoS parameters. To create a list of QoS parameters would introduce complexity but cannot well control all of them. 

3.4.4. Comment that to compute and map end-to-end QoS parameters across entire networks introduce more complexity and require sophisticated protocols. 

3.4.5. Discussions and comments followed. 

3.5. MIH SAP and General Model (21-06-0692-00-0000-MIH-SAPs-GenericModel.doc/ 21-06-0691-00-0000-3GPP-3GPP2Amendments.doc, presented by Ulises Olvera, Interdigital)

3.5.1. Related comments were accepted.

3.6. Chair: The WG would start resolving deferred comment on Wednesday. That is the deadline to update the related contributions.

4. Letter Ballot Comment & Resolution on Section 5 (21-06-0647-09-0000_LB1_Comments.USR)
4.1. Resolution of the Comment #232-249

4.2. Resolution of the deferred comments in Section 5 (#90, 93, #130, #142, #157)

4.3. Chair took the resolutions of the comments and updated the commentary master file.

5. Recess at 6:09PM 

5.1. Second day meetings on Tuesday, 8:00AM

Second Day Meetings: Elizabeth G; Tuesday, July 18th, 2006

6. Meeting called to order by Vivek Gupta at 8:00AM

7. Agenda Update

8. Letter Ballot Comment & Resolution on Section 1-4 (21-06-0647-09-0000_LB1_Comments.USR)
8.1. Resolution of the Comment #1 - #50; editorial comments were skipped.

8.2. Chair took the resolutions of the comments and updated the commentary master file.

9. WG Presentation

9.1. Media Independent Idle Mode and Paging (21-06-0701-00-0000-Media independent idle mode and paging.ppt, presented by Muthiah Venkatachalam)

9.1.1. Comment: Slide 8 Paging-Elimination, this scenario may be supported by SIP. Comment: MIH can add values to this scenario. 

9.1.2. Comment: In handover scenarios MIH may completely switch off a certain interface. In that case, the paging may not be useful. For the control of idle mode, .21 MICS provides the capability to do so. 

9.1.3. Comment: Paging controller may not necessarily be unified. 

9.1.4. Comment: Today idle mode is radio-based, not device-based. It is an issue to treat mobile as a whole and converge the idle mode to mobile based. 

9.1.5. Q: What are the modifications to L3 for idle mode and paging? A: There are some issues we need to take a look at.

9.1.6. Comment: 3GPP SAE/LTE is doing something like this idea, paging across different access technologies, WiMax probably as one of them. Check the work there and do not duplicate the work. 

9.1.7. Comment: When you are talking about idle mode cross technologies, specific state of these technologies, e.g., states of 3GPP idle mode should be taken a look at. 

9.1.8. Comment: Since different technology has different paging mechanisms, we might go to IP layer paging scenario. Comment: How to tie it to higher layers needs further investigation. 
9.1.9. Comment: This work goes beyond this WG. Comment: 802.21 may trigger this work. 

9.1.10. Comment: Slide 6, we’d talked about location awareness. We do not have advanced service to allow mobile terminals for frequent location update. 

9.1.11. Comment: MIH may use MIH-Configure command to turn the radio on a terminal into idle mode. 

9.2. Break from 10:04AM to 10:30AM

9.3. Representation of Information Elements (21-06-0674-02-0000-IE_TLV_Representation.doc, presented by Qiaobing Xie, Motorola)

9.3.1. Comment: Not sure how we can implement the ‘conditions’. IS Server may convert the IS query into database query. You may need to show how to convert the conditions into standard database query. Response: Implementation may not necessarily be based on database. 

9.3.2. Comment: IS element definition may contain multiple fields. Query with conditions may be complex in that case.

9.3.3. Comment: Some IEs stored in the MIIS Server may be available by MIH Command. For example, in POA container, POA Data Rate can be obtained by MIH_Get_Status or MIH_Scan. Response: That is a general comment on IS, an issue separate from this proposal that is just for the TLV representation.

9.3.4. Comment: When a new IE is introduced, MIIS Server would have to be changed. 

9.3.5. Comment: ‘Container’ is based on the structural concept of IE. Not sure whether we should go to that static hierarchy of IE.

9.3.6. Comment: Need to understand the rational we design a query language on top of TLV. 

9.3.7. Q: The proposed Query language is as robust as XML? A: This is a simplified way, enhancing the TLV query. It does not intend to duplicate the efforts of XML. 

9.3.8. Comment: The proposed Report approach is valuable. But the proposed query tool is neither powerful as XML, nor as simple as SNMP. It might not be the right way for us to go.

9.3.9. Comment: We should distinguish the discussion on TLV representation from that on query language. TLV is very general and appropriate for this standard, but the query language may be left to implementations.

9.3.10. Comment: Need to understand the motivation to add a query language.

9.3.11. Subir and Yoshi volunteered to draft an XML example similar to proposed TLV version. 
9.4. Break for lunch from 12:10PM to 1:13PM

10. Letter Ballot Comment & Resolution on Section 1-4 (21-06-0647-09-0000_LB1_Comments.USR, led by Michael G. Williams, Vice Chair of IEEE 802.21WG)
10.1. Resolution of the Comments #51 - #90; editorial comments were skipped.

10.2. Vice Chair took the resolutions of the comments and updated the commentary master file.

11. Letter Ballot Comment & Resolution on Section 6 (21-06-0647-09-0000_LB1_Comments.USR)
11.1. Resolution of the Comment #406 - #437; editorial comments were skipped.

11.2. Break from 3:05PM to 3:33PM

11.3. Resolution of Comment #438 - #481; editorial comments were skipped.

11.4. Chair took the resolutions of the comments and updated the commentary master file.

12. Chair went through the IEEE 802.21 Tutorial that would be presented on Tuesday night. 

13. Recess at 6:25PM 

13.1. Third day meetings on Wednesday, 8:00AM

Third Day Meetings: Elizabeth G; Wednesday, July 19th, 2006

14. Meeting Called to Order by Vivek Gupta at 8:10AM

14.1. Agenda Update (21-06-0684-02-0000-Session15_San_Diego_Agenda.doc)

14.2. Chair presented the status on comment resolution: 21-06-0702-01-0000-Comment-resolution-Updtae.ppt

14.2.1. Chair proposed additional meeting times for July Plenary on slide 7.

14.2.1.1. Comment: Prefer to go to Option 1 or 3.

14.2.1.2. Comment: Proposal Option 3, once plenary is closed, the WG will not continue the session. Chair: We will only close the plenary motions, but do not adjourn the meeting.

14.2.1.3. Chair: We would meet at 8:30PM and see how much we can do after that.

14.2.2. Discussions on Ad Hoc in August

14.2.3. Chair: How many people would be willing to have additional Ad Hoc meeting in August in US? Floor: 6

14.2.4. August Ad Hoc Meeting

14.2.4.1. Dates: Week of August 28; 

14.2.4.2. Location:

14.2.4.2.1. New Jersey: 4

14.2.4.2.2. Portland: 2

14.2.4.3. Chair: We would discuss this issue later.

15. WG Presentations

15.1. Amendment of the MIH Handover Procedure (21-06-0686-00-0000-MIH-Handover-Procedures-Junghoon.Jee.ppt, by Junghoon Jee, ETRI)

15.1.1. Discussion followed.

16. IEEE 802.21 and 802.11TGu Joint Session 

16.1. Meeting called to order at 9:10AM by Vivek Gupta, Chair of IEEE 802.21 WG, and Stephen McCann, Chair of IEEE 802.11 TGu

16.2. Review of the status of IEEE 802.11u (doc.: IEEE 802.11-06/0946r3, presented by Stephen McCann, Chair of IEEE 802.11 TGu)
16.2.1. Stephen presented an overview of IEEE 802.11u.
16.2.2. Q: What about the proposal for MIH cluster? Stephen: Nothing right now. We will approve the proposed text of MIH cluster on Thursday.
16.3. Network Selection (doc.: IEEE 802.11-06/0662r0, Dave Stephenson, Cisco)
16.3.1. Comment: TGu is looking at network selection from the perspective of TGu. We will try to see how these NS mechanisms can be solved by MIH.
16.3.2. Vivek: It is to outline the commonalities between MIH and TGu network selection. It is working in progress.
16.3.3. Q: The proposed reference model on slide 5 would go to TGu text? .21 does not welcome the AAA box in the reference model. A: There is no proposed text yet.

16.3.4. Q: What is the standard for SSPN name? A: TGu is silent on naming. 
16.4. TGu Editor presented the TGu 802.21 MIH support.doc. Beacon modifications, Generic Advertisement Service (GAS) related IEs and protocols were presented.

16.5. Joint session was adjourned at 10:15PM

17. IEEE 802.21 Reconvened at 10:50 AM
18. Letter Ballot Comment & Resolution on Section 7 (21-06-0647-09-0000_LB1_Comments.USR)
18.1. Resolution of Comment #535 - #538; editorial comments were skipped.

18.2. Recess for lunch from 12:10PM to 1:30PM

18.3. Resolution of Comment #539 - #568; editorial comments were skipped.

18.4. Break from 3:00PM to 3:40PM

18.5. Resolution of Comment #569 - #638; editorial comments were skipped. 

18.6. Chair: We will meet at 8:30PM to continue the comment resolution.

18.7. Recess for social event from 5:55PM – 8:40PM

18.8. Resolution of Comment #639 - #678; editorial comments were skipped.

18.9. Chair took the resolutions of the comments and updated the commentary master file.

19. Resolution on deferred Comments (21-06-0647-09-0000_LB1_Comments.USR)
19.1. Resolution of deferred comments.

20. Recess at 11:40 PM

20.1. Fourth day meetings on Thursday, 8:00AM

Fourth Day Meetings: Elizabeth G; Thursday, July 20th, 2006

21. Meeting Called to Order by Vivek Gupta at 7:40AM

21.1. Agenda Update
22. Letter Ballot Comment & Resolution on Section 8 (21-06-0647-09-0000_LB1_Comments.USR)
22.1. Resolution of Comment #720; Editorial comments were skipped.

22.2. Chair updated the commentary file taking the resolution of the comments.

22.3. Break from 8:50AM to 9:00AM.

23. Joint session between 802.21 WG and 802.16g 

23.1. Meeting called to order by Vivek Gupta (Chair of IEEE 802.21WG) and Phillip Barber (Chair of IEEE 802.16g NetMan) at 9:10AM in Elizabeth G.
23.2. Phillip went through the .16 amendments part in the 802.21 Tutorial.
23.3. Phillip: Two technical issues: 1) Whether or not for .16 to go into MIH payload; 2) Multiple operator cases. Regarding network service provider ID, usually .16 supports single operator, but it can be an entire list for multiple operators in MIH. 

23.4. Discussions on operator ID issues
23.5. Information Service through 16 network (21-06-0704-00-0000-Information Service through 16 network.ppt, presented by Ronny Kim, LGE)
23.5.1. Comment: It is not appropriate to get heterogeneous neighbor information at the ranging stage.

23.5.2. Q: Why do you propose multicast IS response for a unicast query? Comment: For a unicast query, multi-cast response is not useful. Response: There is no transport CID yet at this stage. The only way for BS to send something is to send over broadcast CID. Comment: But for a unicast query, it is not appropriate to broadcast the info to others.

23.5.3. Comment: For unicast query, or limited query, some info may be sensitive. Comment: The info is not clear anyway because the terminal has not connected to the network yet.

23.5.4. Comment: .11 uses MAC to transport MIH messages; .16 has to have a management CID. The transport is different. We may need to ask .16g to make changes. 

23.5.5. Q: What about the CID? A: Multicast CID is reserved. We may use that for data transport.

23.5.6. Ajay: Could you allocate a specific CID for MIH? Phillip: Not yet. Check if we really need that CID. 

23.6. Vivek brought up the RADIUS NAS-Port-Type issue. Phillip: .16 does not have NAS port. 

23.7. Joint Session was adjourned at 10:30AM

24. 802.21 WG Reconvened at 10:55AM

25. Letter Ballot Comment & Resolution on Section 8 (21-06-0647-09-0000_LB1_Comments.USR)
25.1. Continue the Comment Resolution on Section 8

25.2. Chair updated the commentary file taking the resolution of the comments.

25.3. Break for lunch from 12:05PM to 13:25AM.

25.4. Comment Resolution on Section 8

25.5. Comment Resolution on Appendix

25.6. Break from 2:50PM to 3:10PM

26. Procedural Works (Chair of IEEE 802.21)

26.1. Ad Hoc in August (DCN: 21-06-0713-00-0000, by Vivek Gupta, Chair of IEEE 802.21WG) 

26.1.1. Dates: Week of August 28: (August 29-31)

26.1.2. Straw Polls on Ad Hoc Locations: 

26.1.2.1. New Jersey: 
9

26.1.2.2. Windsor, Canada: 
4

26.1.2.3. Mountain View:
5

26.1.2.4. Boston: 

4

26.1.3. Chair: The Ad Hoc would be held in Piscataway, New Jersey August 29-31.  

26.2. MOTION: Request the 802 EC to waive the quorum requirement for the 802.21 WG for all IEEE Interim meetings 

26.2.1. Moved by: Yoshihiro Ohba

26.2.2. Seconded by: Ulises Olvera
26.2.3. Discussions on the motion on the floor

26.2.3.1. Ajay: This is subject to the changes of IEEE 802 P&P. Vivek: WG may have amendments to 802 rules. Ajay: WG P&P should not be against 802 P&P and only when higher authority mandates certain changes.

26.2.3.2. QB: We may approve the quorum waiver in each plenary meeting. 

26.2.4. Amended motion by Peretz Feder:  Request the 802 EC to waive the quorum requirement for the 802.21 WG for September IEEE Interim meeting.
26.2.5. Yes: 8

26.2.6. No:   4

26.2.7. Abstain: 7

26.2.8. Chair: Motion passes.

26.2.9. Ajay: ‘September’ should be clarified as ‘September 2006’.  

26.3. MOTION:  Motion the 802.21 WG to hold an Ad Hoc meeting if required in October 2006 

26.3.1. Moved by: David Hunter

26.3.2. Seconded by: Scott 

26.3.3. Yes: 8

26.3.4. No:   4

26.3.5. Abstain: 8

26.3.6. Chair: Motion passes.

26.4. Teleconferences: Every two weeks on Tuesdays, August 8, August 22, September 5. Time 9-12 AM EDT

26.5. MOTION:  Motion the 802.21 WG to direct the WG Editor to produce an updated 802.21 draft based on all comments resolved as part of LB-1(as described in Commentary file 21-06-0647-10-0000_LB1_Master_File.usr) and post it to the 802.21 web site

26.5.1. Moved by: Ajay Rajkumar

26.5.2. Seconded by:  Reijo Salminen

26.5.3. Discussions on the motion

26.5.3.1. Subir: The comment and resolution of LB#1 is still on-going. The version of the commentary file should be clarified.
26.5.4. Yes: 24

26.5.5. No:   0

26.5.6. Abstain: 0

26.5.7. Motion passes with unanimous consent.

26.6. MOTION: Motion the 802.21 WG to authorize a LB recirculation vote on updated draft D2.0 as per resolution of all comments from LB-1 as indicated in Commentary file 21-06-0647-10-0000_LB1_Master_File.usr

26.6.1. Moved by: Qiaobing Xie

26.6.2. Seconded by:  Jeff Keating

26.6.3. Discussions on the motion

26.6.3.1. Scott: All comments should be addressed before re-circulation vote starts. Call for mover to withdraw this motion.

26.6.3.2. Comment: We need to resolve the deferred comments and address the pending issues before we start the recirculation vote.
26.6.4. Amended Motion: Motion the 802.21 WG to authorize a LB recirculation vote on updated draft D2.0
26.6.5. Yes: 10

26.6.6. No:   4

26.6.7. Abstain: 7.

26.6.8. Chair: This is a technical motion, requiring 75% approval; Motion fails (10/14).

26.7. 802.11 Liaison Report (21-06-0715-00-0000, by David Hunter)

26.8. IETF Liaison Report (21-06-0685-00-0000, by Yoshihiro Ohba)

26.9. Resolution of the deterred comments

26.9.1. Comment #495; #273; #480; #93
26.9.2. Comment #185, #192: Discussion on NET_SAP

26.9.2.1. Comment: No new updates to this contribution from last discussion in May. 
26.9.2.2. Comment: Objections from floor to change the 802.16 Reference diagram as illustrated in contribution 21-06-0627-01-0000-New_Section_5_5_3.doc.
26.9.2.3. Peretz suggested taking a vote on the contribution. Chair stepped down and handed over the session to Secretary since Vice Chair was not in the room, so as to be able to participate in technical discussions. Later on Peretz decided not to have a vote on the contribution. Secretary handed over the session back to the Chair.
26.10. Future Sessions  

26.10.1. Interim: September 17th – 22nd
26.10.1.1. Melbourne, Victoria, Australia, Meeting co-located with 802.11/15/18/19/20/22

26.10.2. Plenary: November 12th – 17th, Hyatt Regency  
26.10.2.1. Dallas, TX USA, co-located with all 802 groups.

26.10.3. Interim: Jan 14th – 19th, 2007 

26.10.3.1. London, UK. Meeting co-located with 802.11/15/18/19/20/22

26.10.4. Plenary: March 11th – 16th, 2007, Orlando Florida
26.10.4.1. Co-located with all 802 groups
26.11. New or Unfinished Business 

26.11.1. Ulises: We will still work on the D1.0 and LB#1? Vivek: Yes.

26.11.2. Q: What about the remaining deferred comments? Vivek: We will still work on it.

26.11.3. Q: What about the Ad Hoc in August? A: Do not know now. 

26.12. Chair adjourned the meetings at 6:18PM

27. Adjourn until September 2006 Interim in Melbourne, Australia.
28. Attendees

28.1. Note: The attendance percentage is computed based on 14, the total number of sessions; attendance for Wednesday night session and tutorials on Monday and Tuesday obtains additional credits. Maximum percentage is 100%
Name


Meetings   Wed Night
Tutorial  
%  

Credit

Takashi Aramaki
13

0

0

93%

1

Steven Crowley
10

0

0

71%

0

Stefano Faccin
14

0

0

100%

1

David 
Famolari
12 

0

0

86%

1
Peretz Feder

8

1

2

79%

1

Chris Fitzgerald
14

0

0

100%

1

Yuri Goldstein
14

0

0

100%

1

G.S. Henderson
14

0

0

100%

1

Cheng Hong

5

0

0

36%

0

Toyoyuki Kato
14

0

0

100%

1
Jeffrey Keating
14

0

0

100%

1

Farrokh Khatibi
12

0

0

86%

1

Masahiro Kuroda
14

0

0

100%

1

Hong-Yon Lach
12

0

0

86%

1

Xiaoyu Liu

14

1

1

100%

1

Eric Njedjou

7

0

0

50%

0

Yoshihiro Ohba
14

1

1

100%

1

Soohong Park
14

1

1

100%

1

Ajay Rajkumar
14

1

1

100%

1

Reijo Salminen
14

1

2

100%

1

Stewart A Skomra
7

0

0

50%

0

Subir Das

14

1

2

100%

1

Ronny Kim

11

1

1

93%

1

Lester Eastwood
14

0

0

100%

1

Eunah Kim

14

0

0

100%

1

Michael Williams
10

0

1

71%

0

Qiaobing Xie

14

0

0

100%

1

Jun Hirano

13

0

0

93%

1

Keigo Aso

14

0

0

100%

1

Ulises Olvera

14

1

1

100%

1

Junghoon Jee
14

0

0

100%

1

Srinivas Sreemanthula
8
0

0

57%

0
Taniuchi Kenichi
14

1

1

100%

1

Ishizu Kentaro
14

0

0

100%

1

Michael Grigat
13

0

0

93%

1

Masato Sano

14

1

0

100%

1

Albert Vidal

13

0

0

93%

1

Johnny Shepherd
14

0

0

100%

1

Junxiang Guo
14

0

0

100%

1

Mikio Hasegawa
14

0

0

100%

1

John Dorsey

11

0

1

86%

1

Robert Glassford
13

0

1

100%

1

Canchi Radhakrishna
12
0

1

93%

1

Ryoichi Komiya
14

0

0

100%

1

Kevin Chin

14

0

0

100%

1

Jietao Zhang

14

0

0

100%

1

Masaaki Yuza
12

0

1

93%

1

Chanwah NG
12

0

0

86%

1

Kazuhiro Murakami
12

0

1

93%

1

Takeo Kanai

4

0

0

29%

0

Inma
Carrion
14

0

0

100%

1
Benjamin Koh
14

0

0

100%

1
The following attendance is from electronic trial site (Monday and Tuesday), but no manual record exists:

Mike Geipel

1

Seong-Ho Jeong
6

Souhwan Jung
3

Younghan Kim
2

Jaehwoon Lee
2

An Neuyen

1
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