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PM2 Session 4-6 pm 
Date: Mon, Sep 8, 2008
Lee Armstrong (USDOT/Armstrong Consulting) called the meeting to order at 4 pm, and showed the graphic to illustrate the extra sessions that have been added for TGP this week. Then he presented IEEE 802.11-08/1065r0, including the slides for the patent policy, and asked if there is anyone in the meeting who is aware of the needing for a letter of assurance, and heard none. Lee then presented the agenda in IEEE 802.11-08/1047r0, pointing out all the comment resolutions that have been submitted that need to be scheduled. He also pointed out that our technical editor Wayne Fisher is not here this afternoon. Francois Simon (USDOT/Arinc) and Sue Dickey (Caltrans) said that we ought to look at Justin’s submittal IEEE 802.11/1024r2 first, and Justin McNew (Kapsch-Technocom) said he was ready. Lee agreed to make that change. 
Minutes from the July Plenary have been posted, and were accepted by unanimous consent.
Tom Kurihara (IEEE SA) gave the liaison report with the IEEE 1609 Working Group, from document IEEE 802.11-08/1063r1. This report include ISOTC204 WG16 information from IEEE 1609’s joint workshop with them in Chicago, Sep 2-4, 2008, and also some information about SAEJ2735. John Kenney (VSC-2/Toyota) said that the intention for SAE J2735 is to change it from a Recommended Practice to a Standard. Dick Roy (Connexis) pointed out that the next 1609 meeting is scheduled for October 14-16, not October 4-6, Tom said he would correct the slides.
Dick Roy gave the ISO-TC204 WG16 liaison report, concentrating on material from the joint workshop. He also showed the proposed European ITS Communication Architecture, and proposal slides from the “M5” workshop report. John K asked what the next steps would be, Dick said it would be the formation of focus groups on particular topics, such as geo-routing. Justin said that this was a proposal, not bought into by the 1609 WG yet, and the next step is “gap analysis”, to figure out where the lines between 1609 and the rest of this proposed ITS architecture are, and not to expand the scope of 1609. Tom concurred that the charter for 1609 scope should not be expaneded by this. 

Lee then reviewed the strategy for comment resolution, pointing out that since we have passed letter ballot we need to formally address every single comment and make sure that the concerns of the commenter have been addressed. The comments spreadsheet is available as IEEE 802.11/514r4. During the last meeting, we did not resolve a large numbers, but we made progress in addressing the comments on the WBSS terminology, by deciding to eliminate the terminology from the document, and then discussing in depth what had to be done to make this change. We will wait until Wayne is here to cover the changes that have been made so far. The plan for this week is to approve formally decisions made at the ad-hoc teleconferences, and to get these changes into the draft.  

Justin began the comment resolution with presentation IEEE 802.11/1024r4, designed to address all comments on WBSS and BSSID, and also the ramifications that this caused throughout the document. There was discussion about whether to start with clause 7 or clause 5. It was decided to skim the early sections, for Francois’s benefit, and then go to clause 7. The submission proposes:

•
Removal of the WAVE BSS terminology from D 4.0

•
Replacement of the WAVE beacon with a new Timing and Higher Layer Information frame.

•
Resolution of comments from clauses 7 and 10.

Dick suggested removing “outside the context of a BSS” from the end of 3.168b, and this was accepted by Justin.

Dick and George Vlantis (ST Microelectronics) suggested that using a subtype of a management frame would be better than creating a new “information frame” subtype. Justin agreed that if there are management frame subtypes available he would agree to change to management frame subtype. John asked for clarification, if the information type he has defined fits into a management frame, and Justing said it did. 

Justin presented the change to 7.1.3.5.3, saying that streams are tied to authentication and association, and we do not need TID subfield. Dick challenged this, saying someone may want them. Justin said he disagreed with Dick and would not change his submission. 
When looking at the Timing and Higher Layer frame body, John K asked if there is still a WAVE bit in the Extended Capabilities IE? Justin said there might be. There was discussion as to whether the IEs in the THL frame body are all optional or not. Dick pointed out that Capability is not an IE, but that the 11k bit, for example, could be very useful. 

Justin said Higher Layer Information Element (HLIE)  is now using element ID 69, since it is effectively a renaming of the WAVE IE; the technical editor will need to carry out this change with the appropriate authorities. Francois said that ANA may also need to be advised that WAVE indication has been changed to WAVE support.

John K commented that 7.3.2.29 may need additional wordsmithing in order to make sure that the EDCA parameter set gets set up the way we really want it when doing WAVE communication outside of the BSS, in future cases where the Timing and Higher Layer frame may be being used for non-WAVE purposes..

Table 3-37a is being corrected because an error was found, but no comment noticed it. Andrew Myles (CISCO) said in this case some groups insert an internally generated comment, just for tracking.

In section 7.3.2.80, Francois questioned the reference to 1609. Justin said it was in response to a comment. Lee and Dick suggested changing it to a Note:, to make sure that it is perceived as informative. Justin is also changing his notes to Wayne to say Editor.
Justin skipped over clause 10 for today in order to get to the difficult synchronization issue in clause 11.

John K objected to the language in 11.18 for “without scanning”, because a STA both in a BSS and communicating outside the context of a BSS would still scan to join the BSS. Justin said John is correct. John K also pointed out that section 11.1.3 is part of the standard that we are not complying with, if we set up a way of operation without scanning. This is symptomatic of a problem that we have, that there are statements that won’t apply to us as written when we are defining STAs that can be both in a BSS and outside the context of a BSS. 
Lee adjourned the meeting, with the discussion scheduled to continue tomorrow at 4 pm.
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