November 2006

doc.: IEEE 802.11-06/1890r1

IEEE P802.11
Wireless LANs

	November 2006, TGp/WAVE Minutes

	Date:  12 - 17 November 2006

	Author(s):

	Name
	Company
	Address
	Phone
	email

	Filip Weytjens
	TransCore
	8600 Jefferson Street NE

87113, Albuquerque, NM
	+1 (505) 856-8000
	filip.weytjens@transcore.com

	Randy Roebuck
	Sirit Inc
	1321 Valwood Pkwy, Suite 620

Carrellton, TX 75006
	+1 (972) 243-7208
	rdroebuck@sirit.com





Monday November 13, 2006, 8:00 AM Session

Lee opened the meeting at 8:05am.  Call for temporary secretary until Filip Weytjens arrives.  Randy Roebuck to act as temporary secretary until Filip arrives.  Minutes are:

· Lee covered anti-trust and patent policies, attendance sign-in.  Randy Roebuck gave recommendation that they should have attendance sign-in information at registration and information boards.

· Questions raised about 4-hour rule clarification.  All changes need to be done by Tuesday evening.

· Dick Roy gave an update on the CALM meeting held in Cornwall last month and invited everyone to the CALM tutorial in Landmark B this evening.  Europe plans to adopt 802.11p “WAVE” mode as M5 (DSRC).   Also, Dick discussed interface requirements and interference studies for Europe.  No written presentation.

· Tom Kurihara gave a status on 1609 (all trial use) in presentation # 1712.  

· 1609.2 Security is released.

· 1609.3 Network Services draft is getting ready for recirculation ballot.  Changed PSID / PSC from ACID and ACM.  Preparing tutorial for Registration Authority.

· 1609.4 Multi-Channel Operations was approved November 2006 and will go to publication shortly.      

· Next meeting in San Antonio at SwRI is February 6-8.

· P802.11p /D1.4 draft was approved (seconded by Dick Roy) for the committee to review.  Wayne Fisher, the editor, started to review the process.

· Justin McNew raised an FCC regulation issue on peak power.  Broady Cash gave background information and could not find peak power reference in part 90.  Dick Roy mentioned average peak power should be used.  Broady Cash researched the issue with chipset manufacturer and they used XXXX power.  Doug Kavner raised an issue on the requirements regarding Masks A, B, C & D.    Alastair raised the question whether we should discuss regulatory issues in this meeting since we have no control.  Broady showed Class C spectral mask examples.  Justin and Dick raised the concern that multiple scans are needed to show the variability.  Dick agreed that this is a regulation issue and that the power definition used is not an 802.11 issue.  Broady/Dick to work wording in appendix I.2.3.  Dick raised the issue on “relative to the station power class”.

· Dick asked everyone to look at a new feature for “TSF” that applies to “WAVE” and other 802.11 activities.    

Tuesday November 14, 2006, 4:00 PM Session

Lee Armstrong chair of the TGp working group opened the session at 4:10PM.

The session started with a discussion on two proposals for the definition of the spectral mask.

Doc IEEE 802.11-06/1796r0 – Proposal 1 - Broady ‘s proposal to define the mask of the transmitted spectrum. Changes included:

1) To be clear that we added the dB relative to the maximum density of the signal. 

2) Reworded the sentence “In all cases, …” to make it more clear.

Proposal 2 - Dick’s proposal. Changes included modifications to Annex J and section I.2.3. This document was not available on the server. The document called “Draft P802.11p-D1.4+JPM111306_RR1.doc” was used to discuss the proposed changes. 
Question was raised what it means when a chip set is configured for 17 dBm. This is the average of the peak points over the bandwidth. 

Straw poll: Who is in favour of using proposal 1 to define the transmitted mask?

Favour: 11

Against: 3

Abstain: 12

As a result of the vote, Broady followed up with a discussion on proposal 1.

Modifications:

1) Alastair: change transmitted spectrum to transmitted spectral density.

2) Doug: Editorial changes

3) Doug: Specify operation for 10 MHz channels (excluding 20 MHz).

Justin brought up that the definition is still different from how a spectral mask is defined in 802.11. His proposal was to generate a paragraph for each mask using the same language as we have in 802.11ma today. Broady will generate a new proposal based on this comment.

Lee requested which other technical concerns should be addressed in the standard?

1) Daniel: Expressed reservation about the need for the TSF set/get primitive. Justin believes that it is useful to exchange time information to a unit that does not have access to a GPS unit. Document 1542r1, discussed in Melbourne, addresses the need for the TSF Get/Set feature.

2) Alastair brought up a concern on the timing. He will provide updated language to Wayne.

3) Dick went through document “Draft P802.11p-D1.4+JPM111306_RR1.doc” and discussed proposed modifications. A presentation will be prepared to support the changes discussed. This presentation will include the motions on which we will take a vote on Wednesday evening.

The session was recessed on 6:05 PM.

Wednesday November 15, 2006, 4:00 PM Session

Lee Armstrong chair of the TGp working group opened the session at 4:05PM.

Broady presented the language he created as a response to the transmit spectral mask action item (Doc 1769r1). Carl requested some editorial changes to the proposed language.

Following the editorial changes that Broady made to the original language and updating the language with the comments received from Carl, Lee asked whether there was an objection to accept this change. No objections. The updated language was posted to the server as IEEE 802.11-06/1796r2.

Broady continued with a discussion on document IEEE 802.11-06/1827. The proposal was to refer to the channel model as informational. 

Dick expressed his concern with including this information in the standard as it was informational and an implementer was not required to comply. 

Bryan and Daniel were concerned about adding this information to the standard, as there was no precedent for such information. 

Jerry explained that it was important to have this information in the document to give guidelines to a developer. 

A straw poll on this language resulted in a tie.

A motion will be created and presented during the Thursday morning session.

Alastair continued with a discussion on the regulatory language (doc: IEEE 802.11-0/1825r0). This documented was posted to the server by Wayne.

A motion on this subject will be presented during the Thursday morning session.

Dick Roy proceeded with a discussion on doc: IEEE 802.11-06/1826r0.  Dick made clear that the deletion in the beginning of the document was not part of the proposal. He requested the group to look at the changes he would discus during his presentation.

It was proposed to change WBSS to WSS. Bryan supported this. Justin felt that changing the name would only add confusing. 

Changes where made to the document and approved by the body except for:

1) Definitions

2) WBSS to WSS change

3) Peer -> Destination MAC Address

4) SyncRequest in the MLME-WAJoin.request

A straw poll was requested on who was in favour for keeping the WBSS and not changing it to WSS. 

Favour: 16

Against: 1

A straw poll on whether we should keep provider and not change it to announcer. 

Favour: 11

Against: 5

Session was recessed at 6:05 PM.

Thursday November 16, 2006, 10:00 AM Session

Lee Armstrong chair of the TGp working group opened the session at 10:30AM.

Lee mentioned that TGn was planning to remove the 10 MHz BW from their standard. They will have a motion this afternoon.

Doc IEEE 802.11-06/1833r0

Motion: Move that recommendations of IEEEE 802.11-06/1825r0, as amended during PM2 TGp session on Nov 15, 2006, be incorporated into draft 1.5 of TGp.

Moved by: Wayne Fisher

Seconded: Justin Mcnew

Vote for: 15

Vote against: 1

Vote abstain: 3

Motion passed.

Lee continued with a discussion on the proposed changes in 1827r1.

Move to accept the proposed changes to the 11p draft (D1.4) as presented in this document and to instruct the TGp editor to make these changes with the appropriate formatting.

Discussion:

Broady explained that this motion adds information to annex I. The first sentence of the annexes points to regulatory information in a section that describes radio performance specifications. 

The advantage of putting this in is that this document better identifies how a radio should react when put in the actual environment. Access to this channel model would help a developer. 

The downside is that a channel model has not yet been used within 802.11.

Bryan: Where can we put it? 

Broady: In the ASTM standard

Bryan: Would this give us the same result?

Broady: Yes

Alastair: Does ASTM references 802.11p?

Lee: No

Broady: 802.11 references the FCC document and the FCC document references the ASTM document.

Alistair: Can’t we reference to the ASTM standard

Broady: The ASTM standard is not complete and therefore can’t be referenced to.

Lee: It could be put in the ASTM testing standard but this document does not exist.

Any further discussion?

Jerry: If we include this information in our present p draft (my preference) would this negatively impact the letter ballot?

Lee: Probably yes.

Jerry: Does anybody has personal experience on what effect this would have on the letter ballot?

Bryan: It would impact my vote negatively.

Broady: Can we have a straw poll? 

Lee: Yes

Broady: What is the group preference? Continue considering adding this information or to move this information into a different standard. 

Lee: Point of order. There is not yet an official motion on the floor. Therefore we can take a straw poll vote at this point.  

Straw poll: Should we recommend bringing this up to the ASTM Committee

Vote for: 7

Vote against: 1

Vote abstain: 13

Straw poll: This information being considered in 11p?

Vote for: 3  

Vote against: 5

Vote abstain: 17

The motion was not brought before the group and the editor is not obligated to take any action on it.

Dick continued with a discussion on 11-06-1826-01-000p-rr-dot11p-changes.doc. Because there were some deletions within the document we could not act on the document as presented.

Modifications where made to the document during the discussion. Accepted changes included:

· Changes to the introduction

· Changes to the list of participants

· Definitions: Wireless Access in Vehicular Environments (WAVE) – Changed “complying with” to “conforms to”

· WBSS: A set of cooperating stations operating in WAVE mode consisting of a single WBSS provider and 1 or more WBSS Users.

· WSI

· Clause 5.2.2A 

· Clause 5.2.3.3

· Clause 7.1.3.3.3 – Language modified during session.

· Clause 9.1.4

· Clause 9.15 – Language was modified during the session.

· Clause 10

· Clause 11 – Language was modified during the session.

· Annex J – Change to the 6th paragraph as described, others are covered through previous motions.

Motion: Move to accept the proposed changes to the 11p draft (D1.4) as presented in document IEEE 802.11-06/1826r2 and to instruct the TGp editor to make these changes with the appropriate formatting.

Moved by: Dick Roy

Seconded by: Jerry Landt

Discussion? No.

Vote for: 12

Vote against: 0 

Vote abstain: 4

Following motion documented in IEEE 802.11-06/1832r1

Motion:  Believing that 802.11p draft 1.4 (with approved changes to become 1.5) satisfies all WG 802.11 rules for letter ballot, move to request the 802.11 WG to authorize a 40-day letter ballot to being as soon as practical asking the question “Should the attached 802.11p draft 1.5 be forwarded to Sponsor Ballot?”

Questions? No

Moved by:  Jerry Landt

Seconded by: Broady Cash

Discussion? Yes

Dick: The Mib entries are completely insufficient for international operation; especially European operations.

Daniel: The document is produced hasty and we have not been able to discuss all details. 

Lee: That is only true for changes made this week. 

Justin: There is nothing in the document that is going to cause major objections.

Randy: Concern about the changed shall’s and its impact to the PIC’s document.

Brian: According to IEEE rules he believes that the document needs to be technically complete. 

Vote for: 12

Vote against: 3

Vote abstain: 5

Motion passes.

Session was closed at 12:35 PM.
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This document includes the meeting minutes for the IEEE 802.11 TGp WAVE Task Group held in Dallas, TX from November 12th to 17th, 2006, under the TG Chairmanship of Lee Armstrong of Armstrong Consulting and editor Wayne Fisher of ARINC. Minutes are taken by Randy Roebuck of Sirit and Filip Weytjens of TransCore.




















Submission
page 5
Filip Weytjens, TransCore


