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October 9, 2008, Ad hoc TGp Teleconference

Attendance: 

Peter Ecclesine, Cisco
Francois Simon, ARINC

Dale Sumida, Kapsch TrafficCom 
George Vlantis, ST Microelectronics

Tom Kurihara, 
John Kenney, VSC 2

Dick Roy, Connexis

Wayne Fisher, ARINC 
Wayne Fisher, TGp Editor, opened the TGp ad hoc teleconference at 3 PM Eastern Time.

The agenda for the teleconference:

1.
Complete the identification of any outstanding CIDs from LB125.


I think this is essentially complete.

2.
Present, discuss, and, hopefully, reach consensus to recent submittals addressing open CIDs.

a.
John Kenney’s document 11-08-1213-00

b.
Sue’s short list, if appropriate. (Sue sent a note, not available for the call.) 
c.
(Open Editorials, to be completed by me (Francois)) 

3.
(Time permitting) Identify Open Items and Issues to complete the update of draft D4.02 for the November sessions.

a.
Reinstate Updates to Clause 11.3, provided by Dick Roy (doc 1145r1). Accepted in KOA, but removed by motion in doc 1167r0.

4.
Misc.
Discussions:
After introductions John Kenney began discussing his submittal 11-08/1213r0 and the potential changes needed to 5.2.2a.  We still need to generate new text for this section.

Peter, John. CID 62. (and 59) change “higher layer” to “SME” but do not include both.  

Peter said the SME encompasses what is not defined in the 802.11 MAC and PHY.

Peter cautioned to be aware that the “Public Action Frames” (in .11y) are communicating “outside the context of a BSS” like “WAVE” so this needs to be further qualified so it is unambiguous.

Peter suggests that we (TGp) create a MIB variable like .11v  whereby there are “tests” for that MIB variable for “Not Present”, Present but false, or Present and true.  Create this to uniquely identify “WAVE” mode.

RR/Tom/John/George.  Discussion on establishing a data frame configuration to send data frames from the “upper layers”/SME to the MAC/PHY.  The SME is responsible for Station Management.

PE.  See Annex D “Configuration Table” for the extensive list of variables (???) that are available for configuration of a system.

Dick said he would take a shot at generating a new/updated 5.2.2a.

Peter said see also 5.1.1 and 5.1.3 and 5.1.5 and consider adding bits to these subclauses as appropriate to further define “WAVE” in the draft.  

Wayne also noted that the draft has changed significantly and we need to consider relocating 5.2.2a to a more appropriate location in 802.11 and/or as Peter has identified distributing points about “WAVE” throughout 5.

John continued discussions on 1213 and 5.2.2a.  For the updated draft of 5.2.2a also consider CIDs 60 and 61. CID 60 is Randy’s comment about adding “channelization prioritization” to a statement in 5.2.2a.  The consensus was that maybe this should be addressed in our draft but should not be included in the introductory text of Clause 5.  Clause 61 is Susan’s comment which relates to a method on how two STAs agree on a channel for communication and initializing communications was unclear. This triggered some discussions on how a system initializes itself whether it is a present .11a or .11b device or how a “WAVE” device will initialize.  Peter noted that P802.11v uses “a priori” information in its initialization.  George noted that system implementaiton is intentially left vague and is implemented by device manufacturers as they see fit.  We should not try to make “Wave” more specific. Peter said we should say what we do do and what we don’t do.  We may want to restate this and put it in other places in the document.  John said we need to consider her responses in our resolution. Dick recommended that we “counter” Sue’s recommended resolution and provide information on how “WAVE” devices initialize (e.g., set up dot11currentchannelfrequency, etc.).  Peter said in considering countering we may want to decide 1. It doesn’t belong here, 2. It belongs in J.2, or 3. It belongs in 11.3.  (J.2 and 11.3 are where the heavy details belong.)
Dick and John continued discussion of the second paragraph of 5.2.2a, (now D4.02).  John’s concern was that when the statement “There is no significant delay in establishing direct communication links between 802.11 STAs because beaconing, scanning, and MAC level authentication and association are not required prior to exchanging data frames. “ says “not required” implied that  “it, therefore, did not do it”. There was further discussion and an understanding that the text needs to be changed to remove any potential ambiguity.  Peter said we need to differientate what needs to be done inside and outside the context of a BSS, i.e., qualify it with MIB variables (dot11COBEnabled and/or dot115.9GHzEnabled, or equivalent).

There was a brief discussion on problems with the PICS, including CIDs 415 and 416.  Peter said we need to see what .11y did in Annex A and be sure to update our “baseline” document with these changes and then make the correct updates to .11p.  If only we had a PICS expert.
There was a discussion on the next teleconference.  Since there is a P1609 meeting next week and most folks would also be involved with it it was agreed that the next teleconference would be scheduled for Thursday, October 23, 2008, at 3 PM ET.
The conference call was adjourned at 4:40 PM ET.
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