IEEE P802.11 Letter Ballot


Date submitted: May 19, 1995





Thirty day letter ballot, 50 % returns required to make ballot valid.  Ballot closes June 19, 1995, i.e. ballot needs to be on chair’s desk on that date.  If less than 50 % ballots have been recieved, the ballot closes at the time we do have 50 % returns.


Late returns, no returns or returns with abstain on all items for other than lack of expertise, will impact voting membership status.





Return to 	Vic Hayes


		AT&T Global Information Solutions


		Zadelstede 1-10


		3431 JZ  Nieuwegein		FAX +31 3402 97555


		The Netherlands			e-mail: vic.hayes@utrecht.ncr.com





Subject:	1. Recognizing that the process for resolving the comments on LB on draft D1:


	In order to capture the progress made at the May meeting.  The question is “are the changes a net improvement over D1” and NOT: “is everything perfect”


	Do you approve the following changes to be included in the Draft D1.1 for preparation of Draft D1.2?





Approve�
Do not approve�
Abstain�
Topic�
Changes given in doc.�
Responses to ballot given in doc. #�
�
�
�
�
Section 1�
95/120�
�
�
�
�
�
Security in sections 1, 3, 4, 5.4�
95/95�
�
�
�
�
�
Wired Equivalent Privacy�
95/96�
95/112�
�
�
�
�
Section 3�
95/102�
�
�
�
�
�
Section 4�
95/110�
�
�
�
�
�
IFS in sections 5.2.4, 5.2.1.3�
95/121�
�
�
�
�
�
PCFin section 5.3�
95/101�
95/100�
�
�
�
�
Section 7�
95/106�
95/107�
�






Subject:		2. Do you approve the following changes in document distribution?


Approve�
Do not approve�
Abstain�
Motion #�
�
�
�
�
Text documents inWord Version 6.00c�
�
�
�
�
Presentations in Powerpoint Version 3�
�
�
�
�
One envelope per company site, and zip file on FTP servers�
�



Subject:		3. Do you approve the financial report of the SaltLakeCity meeting (doc.: 95/108)?





Approve�
Do not approve�
Abstain�
�
�
�
�
�



�
Subject:	4. Do you approve the recommendations made at the May 1995 meeting?





Approve�
Do not approve�
Abstain�
Motion #�
�
�
�
�
6�
�
�
�
�
7�
�



Motion #6:	That 802.11 conditionally adopt RC4 as the WEP PRNG algorithm, provided that the following conditions are satisfied:


	1) RSA to send a letter to IEEE satisfying the requirements for “fair and equitable “ availability of RC4 before the July 1995 IEEE 802 meeting.


	2) RSA to further state in a letter to IEEE that it will make RC4 available under terms that are identical for anyone who wishes to use RC4 for an 802.11 WEP implementation


	3) RSA specifies licensing terms for 802.11 WEP implementations which include at least the following scenarios:�- little or no fee up-front, with a per-unit royalty�- a one time, per-company fee, with no per-unit royalty


	


Motion #7:	To add the following to a new section in the draft standard. 


	X.XX.X labeling.  


	Each product claiming conformance to the P802.11 standard shall include the following information:


	1. 802.11 Type Designator


	At least one of the following 802.11 LAN type designators. These indicate the technology used.  


	802.11-DS 2.4			For DS implementations


	802.11-FH 2.4			For FH implementations


	802.11-IR BB			For IR implementations 





 __�|__|	I abstain for the following reason on all recommendations


�		 __�		|__|	lack of time


		 __�		|__|	lack of technical expertise


		 __�		|__|	other, specify ______________________________





______________________________	_________________________


Name						phone number





______________________________


Signature


Date returned: __________________ (poststamp on air mail envelope, email or fax date prevail)





______________________________


(Company/University etc) Organization (if an organizational representative) 


