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Wayne Fisher (affiliation USDOT) started the teleconference at 3 pm Eastern Time, with John Kenney (affiliation VSC2), Wen Dong Hu (affiliation ST Microelectronics) Rick Noens (affiliation Motorola), Jerry Landt (affiliation USDOT), Francois Simon, (affiliation USDOT),  Vinuth Rai (affiliation VSC2) and Susan Dickey (affiliation Caltrans) on the line. George Valentis (ST Microelectronics), Randy Roebucks (affiliation Sirit Technology), Justin McNew (affiliation Technocomm), Carl Kain (affiliation: USDOT), Richard Roy (affiliation Connexis).
Fisher has gone over the comments resolution spreadsheet and put together a motions document, which refers to the comment resolutions documents that we have been working on since the September session.. It will be a growing document that we will use in Atlanta in order to grind through the issues that we have already discussed. The goal is a new draft by the end of the week in Atlanta.  Rai pointed out some corrections to the summary table in the motions document, which he will send to Fisher.
We discussed the frame usage wordings suggested in IEEE 802.11-07/2652r0. McNew said he saw no reason to disallow RTS/CTS and Probe Request/Probe Response which are already optional, but he thought that Block ACK/Block ACK Response might not make sense. Valentis said Block ACK is just used to minimize the number of ACKs coming back and it is independent of the traffic reservation feature, just designed to minimize network traffic. If we are thinking ahead to non-safety applications, we may want to use this feature. Roy then joined the telecom and asked why we we had to disallow any frames. Dickey said that we were trying to make our frame usage clear, following the way things are done in section 7.5 of the baseline document, and that she would write up a comment resolution document showing which comments this addressed.
In reference to WAVE optional synchronization document IEEE 802.11-07/2668r0 that was discussed last wee,  Dickey, Rai and Kenney are preparing comment resolutions related to these proposed changes to 11.14 but have not completed the document
Simon presented IEEE 802.11-07/2674r0, which dealt with changes he is making to the draft for consistency with the changed definitions in IEEE 802.11-07/2645r0. Most of these were straightforward, but examining these drew attention to the specification of 0xffff as the value of the on-demand beacon interval. Roy asked we are we setting this, when it is actually not going to be used? McNew said we have to set it to something, so why not a fixed value, and since we are not scheduling the next beacon, set it to the largest possible value. Valentis pointed out that if some legacy device sees this beacon with an information element it doesn’t understand and an on-demand beacon bit it doesn’t understand, it might just throw out the information element but still pay attention to the beacon interval, and if this beacon interval is taken at face value, the station will go to sleep for a long time and not wake up to get other beacons it might want. Roy pointed out that since he’s not associated he should just discard that frame, and Valentis agreed. There was general agreement among those on the telecon to change 7.3.1.3 to say that the beacon interval field is not defined in WAVe mode. Simon will make changes to the definitions as required, and Kenney will check.
There was a brief discussion of whether a WAVE action frame should be included. McNew supports WAVE Action Frame, but no language about using it to initiate a WBSS. Roy is producing his own candidate 802.11p draft that includes both on-demand beacon frames and WAVE Action Frames but has no mention of WBSS. Roy was urged by Dickey and Kenney to submit a proposal for adding the WAVE Action Frame to D3.0 as well.
McNew was unaware that he was the stuckee for resolving comments on clause 7. Simon says he has already resolved many of them. McNew said he would take a look at them. Telecon was adjourned, with a final telecom before the Atlanta session scheduled for November 8 at the same time.
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