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AM1 Session 8:00-9:30am 

Date: Monday, March 17, 2008

Lee Armstrong (affiliation US DOT) called the meeting to order at 8:00 am and gave the presentation in document number IEEE 802.11-08/0328r0, pointing out working group member and member affiliation policy and the IEEE Standards Board Bylaws on Patents in Standards. We will go over the attendance policy at the first regular session.
Then he went over the bullet points on slide 17 in 11-08/0328r0. Vinuth Rai (affiliation VSC-2) and John Kenney (affiliation VSC-2) have submissions on the server to handle all of these points. The submissions to be considered from the teleconferences include those on slide 18 in 11-08/0328r0. Lee opened the floor to further discussion of the open issues that need to be discussed this week.
Vinuth: there are two more issues, one is whether we need the Dot11InitFrequency MIB element suggested by Dick Roy (affiliation Connexant) and Sue Dickey (affiliation Caltrans); Justin McNew (affiliation Techncom) said no. The second comment is what we are going to do about Doug Kavner’s submission IEEE 802.11-07/2901r6. Lee does not see any reason that this is an 802.11p issue. John’s understanding is that ambiguity may arise because of wildcard BSSID, so we need another optional parameter for BSSID for the data primitives, otherwise it becomes implementation dependent. 

Vinuth: Justin’s email from before the last telecon included some points that will require changes to the text.  Justin said there was one type of comment that has to do with QOS mechanisms. We had a comment that we should call our BSS a WAVE QBSS. Since we only intend to allow QOS type data frames, Justin said this makes some sense, but is there already clear text that says we only allow QOS type data frames? Dick: why should there be, some other use of 802.11p may want the ability to send without QOS? Why should we have anything called WBSS at all?
John brought up the point that for channel rejection, there should be an association between MIB value and Dot11ACRValue. Dick challenged whether we should say anything at all about Dot11ACRValue.
Lee pointed out that verything we do this week should be in aid of passing Letter Ballot. It is imperative in order to go to letter ballot this week that we have a cleaned up final draft by lunch break on Thursday. Dick challenged whether this was a goal of the group as a whole; a straw poll showed only Dick voting against this as a goal. Lee said that as a result of the work we have done in the teleconferences, submissions should have been made for anything we discuss this week, and we are using the hour and a half this morning’s ad hoc session, when motions cannot be made, to get organized.
Wayne presented list of comment IDs not addressed:

Lee:  Introduction, Misc.:     CIDs:  26, 27, 32, 34, and 541.

 Doug:  Clause 5:          CIDs:  120, 126, 137, 138, and 140.

 Justin:  Clause 7:         CIDs:  142, 149, 162, 178, 179, 180, 182, 184, 215, 217, 232, 233, 235, 236, 242, 243, and 244.

Rick:  Clause 10:         CIDs:  269, 277, 310, 311, 312, 313, 320, 321,

322, 323, 324, 325, 335, 340, 348, and 349.

Susan:  Clause 11:       CIDs:  360, 415, 443, 444, and 446.

Some of these comments from 802.11 experts we really need to cover to keep from having them come back again and again. Justin said he had only 4 comments left to resolve, but there are things about the document that he would like to discuss this morning. Lee said we can start a discussion during the ad hoc session without a formal submission, but we will not be able to act on anything in the regular sessions without a formal submission. 
Justin had some points about the main document to make.

1) Why was the standard changed so that the value of the BSSID shall be a locally administered MAC address? Justin maintains that language inserted after the second paragraph of 7.1.3.3.3 is redundant and incorrect, because it won’t necessarily be locally administered, because RSUs will use factory MAC. There may be a need to resolve another issue, we may need to provide language saying it was the MAC address of the initiator of the WAVE BSS at the time of initiation. John Kenney has wording based on the original D3.0 provider language that he will propose. Justin said that Wayne should editorially change “the locally administered MAC address” to “a locally administered MAC address” in the change to 10.3.9.1.4.
2) What do we call the station that initiates the WAVE BSS? Is it OK for us to restrict the frame subtype in the case of data to the QOS type? If we don’t do that, typically the DIFS value would be used, so that any STA that chooses not to operate in EDCA mode can transmit in high priority all the time. This would be applied to all data frames, including wildcard BSSID. Justin will make the motion and provide the text. Herbert Fuereder, Siemens, commented that he thinks this is a good idea, because when trying to implement this is exactly the question he had. Dick proposes an informative note, as opposed to putting it in the standard. Vinuth, looking at Table 7-2, says that what Justin says make sense, but he does not understand why we are not using Data 0000. Dick says there is no problem receiving these frames, why not allow use of a standard data frame because it cuts down on the size of the header? If we think we are more likely to pass with Data and QOS Data, I’d rather do that. 
3) In 7.3.2.29 we specify the EDCA parameter set should be sent, we should put in language to revert to default set of EDCA parameters if not present in the beacon..

At this point our time was up and Lee adjourned the meeting.
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