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Monday Ad-Hoc, Nov 10, 2008 (C Kain, Secretary) 
Lee said we got an additional 3 sessions (two evening – 7:30-9:30 PM, and a Tuesday afternoon sessions for a total of 8 sessions. 

The Ad hoc meeting had 3 presentations. John Kenney of Toyota made a presentation several minor comments and their proposed resolution that were left over from the last meeting. Dick Roy took the second half of the session to discuss operation outside the context of a basic service set. The section he was discussing no longer appears in the draft. He has a personal version of the document that he keeps bringing up, and it does not address a specific comment from the spreadsheet, however he would argue he is addressing his own comment. He was reminded that Lee requested at the last teleconference that submissions should address a specific comment, show the comment, provide a proposed resolution, and provide specific instructions to the editor to make changes, and have a formal motion to approve. If he continues wasting the time of the TG, his presentation cannot be voted on, so there is no action that can be taken. 

Monday 11/10/08 PM2 Session (R Noens, Sec)

Lee Amrstrong called the meeting to order at 16:00

24 people in attendance

Agenda reviewed with three additional sessions which should give the TGp group enough meeting time to complete comments resolution work and vote on taking an updated draft to Letter Ballot.

Lee reviewed rules the meetings are conducted under including antitrust, affiliation and patent policy.

Lee called for knowledge of any patents relating to this work.  There was no response from the group.

Lee brought up other meeting guidelines including discussion of inappropriate subjects which should be strongly objected to.

The Thursday afternoon session is being kept on the agenda as a backup but may not be needed.

Agenda was approved by unanimous consent.

September meeting minutes were approved by unanimous consent.

Dick Roy gave a verbal liaison update for ISO TC204 WG16.  He stated that efforts to harmonize the M5 work with 11p were underway and called for interested parties to join the CALM activity.

Dick also gave an update on the new ETSI TC ITS who has asked that a formal liaison activity be established between themselves and the IEEE 802.11 WG.  ETSI document EN302 571 has the European 5.9 GHz information.  It is an approved document and therefore available for free.

Document 08-1328r01 submitted by Tom Kurihara is the IEEE P1609 liaison report.  Tom walked the group through this document.

Tom reported that all liaisons are established at the Work Group level.  ETSI has generated this formal request and sent it to WG leadership.  Discussion of this request is on the WG agenda for this Wednesday’s WG midweek meeting.

Lee reviewed the process we are following for comment resolution.

During the telecons there has been some disagreement on some of the proposed resolutions so it was agreed to review proposals at this meeting to resolve these disagreements.

Wayne reported that Draft 4.02 is our last formal draft and that other versions are only for work in process and are not formal drafts.  Wayne has posted a motion to be considered to formally agree that 4.02 is the group’s draft as of today.  The motion was seconded by Dick Roy and passed 15 Yes, 0 No, 2 Abstain.

Justin McNew presented 08-1278r0 for comment resolution on the term “Higher Layer” in which he proposed eliminating this term from the draft.  Justin moved to accept the recommended changes in this document and instruct the editor to make the changes in draft 4.02.  Dick Roy seconded.  Motion passed 16 Yes, 0 No, 0 Abstain.
Justin presented document 08-1276r1 which addressed

CID 86 and recommends we decline it.  The group agreed by consensus.

CID 411 and recommends we accept it.

CID 414 discussion which resulted in confusion on how to get the channel switching done.  One thought was to review what is described in 11h and do something similar.  After further discussion it was recommended that we take wording similar to what is already in Clause 10 and move it to Clause 11 as the commenter recommended.

CID 472 was deferred to Carl Kain’s presentation for resolution.

CID 473 was countered.

Justin moved to accept the recommended resolutions to the above CIDs.  Alastair M seconded.  After much discussion the question was called.  Motioned passed 17 Yes, 0 No, 0 Abstain.
Mon Evening, Nov 8, 2008  (C Kain Secretary)

George Vlantis (ST Microelectronics) presented document 1256 r0. This discusses the topic of the existence of 3 forms of transmission – one using a BSS and two outside the context of a BSS. This implies multiple states (e.g. multiple sets of EDCA parameters). When the BSS was eliminated from the draft, the association between an RSU and OBU was lost. This document is background information for suggested text that will be presented by Justin McNew (Kapsch)

Currently a STA has only one MAC/PHY pair (as defined in 802.11). Doug Kavner (Raytheon) clarified that there is a one-to-one mapping between MAC and PHY. John Kenney (Toyota/VSC) wanted to know if multiple MAC/PHYs means multiple STAs in a product. The issue is the MAC is not extended to multiple PHYs. In that case, MAC state information for communication within a BSS would have to be maintained when communication outside of a BSS occurs.  There is a fairness issue if you maintain multiple active EDCA parameter sets. There would be multiple timers, queues, and more access to the media. If a STA shortens the queue times, it is being unfair, but if a STA extends the queue time, it isn’t considered unfair, it just puts it at a disadvantage. Alastair brought up the case that if you have overlapping BSSs and a STA participates in both with the same EDCA values, it could be unfair in one BSS, or you could degrade to the less stringent at the STA and it would not be considered to be unfair. 

A station with multiple active EDCA parameter sets may need to scale its MAC state to communicate with an indefinite number of RSUs, George sees problems with multiple active EDCA parameter sets in a STA. There is an ambiguity in subclause 11.18. Dick Roy (Connexis) is claiming that the EDCA parameters on the control channel can be changed by the RSU. The point, however is that there can be different EDCA parameters on each service channel for each and every RSU. Dick is disagreeing with George, Alastair Malarky (Mark IV) and several others on the premise of how many parameter sets are needed. George reiterated that the issue is only one set can be active at any time. George has a diagram showing when the SME can send channel switch and EDCA parameters, but Dick is disagreeing with the need to switch parameters. George’s point is there can be an unbounded number of EDCA parameters in the current document. Justin has a solution to resolve the conflict within 2 TUs. Dick disagrees. George says you need a mechanism to change contexts and that we have a solution that was discussed in the PM2 session. Justin McNew (Kapsch) is clarifying that 802.11p and 1609 the standards are allowing a multiple radio solution, each with their own MAC, queue and parameter set, leveraging off the existing architecture, and you are not maintaining multiple parallel MAC states. Doug wants to know if we should restrict a device from downgrading some of its EDCA parameter sets if it is involved in more than one context/association. Dick disagrees with the premise that you are either operating within a BSS or outside a BSS. George is trying to differentiate for Dick which features are 1609 versus 802.11, and that the 1609 features should be discussed elsewhere. John Kenney wants the group to terminate the discussion and take it to the motion, which is in Justin’s document. John brought up the point that in a peer-to-peer communication, the STA should not be able to make the decision to degrade its parameters, but it should use the ones advertised, otherwise, the application may not work. 

Justin is proposing a solution in document 11-08-1279r1. Justin proposes to limit the single instantiation of a MAC to be either a member of a BSS, or operate outside the context of a BSS, but not both. The text contains a new MIB attribute (name TBD). Dick is disagreeing with the need for the text, but Alastair reminded him that another task group could modify the text to describe simultaneous operation. He reiterated the importance of cutting off debate and getting to the motion so we can go to recirculation ballot and get the opinion of the working group. Justin wants to get a name for the MIB attribute. Motion was made by Justin, second by Francois Simone (USDoT/ARINC). George called the question and Dick is objecting the calling of the question. By Robert’s rules of order, the chairman has to call for a vote on the objection. Dick withdrew his objection. 

The vote is 14 for 0 against 2 abstain. Motion passes. The session is in recess.

Tuesday 11/11/08 PM2 Session (R Noens, Sec)

Session resumed at 16:01

Francois Simon, affiliation USDOT, questioned the need for the WAVE mode bit in the extended capability field?  After much discussion it was agreed that this will do what we need and it is one in an octet so others can define the meaning of the other bits in this field.

Justin McNew presented 11-08/1280r1 

He showed modifications to 7.3.2.29 to address CID 212 through 219 which are shown on page 2 of 1280r1.  Dick Roy had an issue with these changes and believes this can be said in a much simpler manner.  The rest of the group did not agree with Dick and thought that what was proposed for this particular section was correct.  Doug Kavner asked if the intent was to require the SME to either use the EDCA parameter set or to ignore it and Justin said that is what is preferred.  Doug, Alastair Malarky, and Dick proposed changes which seemed to make this paragraph confusing.  Justin then proposed a modification which appeared acceptable to all except Dick.

Sixth paragraph in 7.3.2.29 mods as shown in 1280r1 were agreed to by all but Dick.

Second paragraph of 9.1.3.1 mods proposed in 1280r1 were to eliminate the former mods suggested for D4.02 by taking bullet a) from the base document and incorporating it into the lead in paragraph along with other changes as shown in 1280r1.

Changes to 9.1.3.1, 9.2.3.4, 9.9.1.2 were agreed to.

In general the insertion of “In an infrastructure BSS” in several locations is of concern to the group.  While it is true that it does not change the meaning in many locations and potentially adds clarity there is concern that it will generate comments therefore this particular change was deleted from 9.9.1.2.

Changes to 9.9.1.3 were agreed to.

Motion to approve the changes to D4.02 proposed in 11-08/1280r1 was made by Justin, seconded by Alastair and approved by a vote of 16 Yes, 0 No, 1 Abstain.

Justin will post this document as amended during the meeting as 1280r2.

Tue EVE, Nov 11, 2008 (C Kain Secretary) 
Alstair Malarky made a presentation concerning several errors that were found in the latest draft-mostly items that were resolved at previous meetings, but the wording of the text did not make it in correctly. There were several clarification items he also covered. 1277r3. 

Motion to accept Alastair, second Wayne 

For. 15   Against. 0   Abstain. 0. Motion passes. 

Dick Roy’s submission is next on the agenda. Dick was not ready. 

John Kenny 1281 is also not ready. John is going to put up his submission but wants some input from the group. John’s concern is comment 372 concerning optional synchronization. 11.18.2 TSF commenter wanted an indication about how the decision is made to synchronize with the MAC sublayer. Commenter said there was no service primitive to inform the MLME. John is going to put this on hold because Dick Roy wants to make a submission, but he doesn’t have a formal submission on the server. The chairman allows Dick to put an informal draft paragraph on the screen for discussion. Dick renamed the frame in his version of the document in section 11.6.2a. It is an alternative way that is not in the approved draft 4.02. Dick says he will make a formal submittal. Several members are stating that Dick’s draft text does not address the comment in question because the comment concerns how a receiver synchronizes, not how the transmitter creates the timing element. John thinks Dick’s proposed text adds an external timer and does not address how the MLME knows how to synchronize. Doug raised a question concerning what the receiver does with the received timestamp, and how it updates the timer. John framed the question that is there a reason 11p would want to set its timer in the same way it is done in a BSS. Alastair gave a reason is that it is an inexpensive way to implement it; e.g. you may not have an external clock, and you don’t want to add something like GPS (low-end STAs will adopt the timer value). Doug initiated a discussion about the timing element not being secure, so you may not want to do it this way. There is agreement that simple adoption of the timer should be an option, but the question is what to put in the draft to accommodate it. John summarized that there may be value in adopting a timestamp, but he asked if it should follow the algorithm in the base document. He asked if there should be a MIB attribute rather than a primitive. The consensus of the group seems to be to remain silent on how it should be done (but it remains as an option), but there remains the issue of how to resolve the comment. 

John is raising an additional issue about Clause 5.3, comment 330 which claims the draft voids the 802.11 security model, and that appropriate modifications need to be made. Dick came up to the front, plugged in his computer and put his own version of the draft up and is talking about clause 5.4. John dismissed Dick since he was addressing the wrong Clause. The discussion is on section 5.3.1 list of services that need to be qualified for operation outside the context of a BSS. The session has expired, and this discussion will have to be continued. 

Wednesday 11/12/08 PM 2 Session (R Noens, Sec)

Session resumed at 16:07 PM

Attendance: 27

John Kenney presented document 11-08/1281r1 which is a revision to the document he presented last night where he took suggestions from the group and included them in the CID resolutions.  In particular, CIDs 78, 330, 369 and 372.  There were no disagreements with his presentation in this CID table.

John then presented specific sections of text including 5.2.2a in which he made changes from 1281r0.  Adrian Stephens suggested wording changes in 5.2.2 in relation to DS and DSS indicating that their specification is outside the scope of this standard.  All in the meeting agreed with his suggestion.  Dick wasn’t satisfied with the wording.

John Kenney made the motion to approve the resolutions and changes to D4.02 as contained in the modified document 1281r1.  Alastair seconded.  Motion passed 10 Yes, 0 No, 1 Abstain.  John will post the revised document as 1281r2.

Dick said that CID 434 and 454 have not been addressed and that he submitted 11-08/1148r3 and r4 today do address these comments.  Dick presented 1148r4 in which he added references to the appropriate FCC and EU documents in appendix I and J tables.

Dick moved to accept the changes in 11-08/1148r4.  Seconded by Justin McNew.  Motion passed 14 Yes, 0 No, 3 Abstain.  Dick will upload r5 which will reflect changes made to r4 during the presentation.

Dick Roy moved to accept the changes in 11-08/1376r0.  Seconded by Justin McNew.  Motion passed 15 Yes, 0 No, 0 Abstain.  Dick will upload r1 with changes made during the discussion including the motion and voting results.

Dick Roy presented document 11-08/1375r0.  There was not agreement on the changes in this document during the discussion so it was agreed that these changes could be considered after the next Letter Ballot.

Meeting was recessed at 18:00.

Thursday AM1, Nov 13, 2008 C Kain, Secretary
Randy Roebuck (Sirit) presented document 1397r 0 concerning the PICs and corresponding language in parts of the draft that need modification. 

Randy made a motion to change the wording of Clause 11.a. John and Justin made some modifications to the wording. Dick Roy is protesting because he doesn’t think you can align the text to conform to the PICS. The group reminded him that the TG agreed on Monday that it is appropriate. Randy made the motion to accept the text change. Dick is protesting the change because he believes it is a huge technical change and is insisting it be on the server for 4 hours. The chairman called for a straw pool vote on whether the change is editorial or major technical. Editorial-7 yes; 1 no 2 abstain . The group consensus is that this is not a technical change. Second for Randy’s motion –Alastair 

Yes 13 no 1 abstain 2. Motion passes. 

Randy continued with a review of the proposed modifications to the PICS. Some changes were made to conform to the changes made by TGy. Others were made due to operation outside the context of a BSS. Several other corrections were made to make sure that the mandatory and optional items were properly identified.

Randy made a motion to accept the revisions to the PICs. Francois Simone Second.

Yes-16, no – 0 abstain-0. Motion passes. 

The chairman announced that this ended the motions and submissions that would affect the draft. Doug Kavner (Raytheon) brought up the subject of whether we could consider some of Dick Roy’s suggestions for clause 5 even though he walked out of the meeting. The chairman said that since the document had been on the server since yesterday, we could look at it. Jerry Landt (Transcore) is concerned that we would rush through changes and risk the quality of the draft before it went to recirculation ballot. The editor said that simple text changes were OK, and that he would have sufficient time to meet the 4 hour rule. Francois pointed out that Dick made changes to a subclause that did not exist in the TGp draft, and therefore there were no comments made concerning those subclauses.  After discussion, the group agreed that items that the group liked in document 1375 could be submitted as comments during recirculation ballot. This would give everyone more time to carefully consider the impacts of the change. Justin wanted to consider the changes to 5.2.6 that were worked on during the Wednesday PM session. However, it was pointed out that these changes are more appropriate for maintenance of the base document. The group determined it would be inadvisable to proceed and that the group could not come to resolution in this session.

John Kenny presented document 1407 concerning a comment on clause 5.4 with a resolution that does not result in changes to the draft. John suggests we accept the resolution of the commenter, and indicate that the changes were actually made in clause 5.3.1. John made a motion to accept this resolution. Alastair seconded. For -11, Aganist0 abstain 0.
Carl Kain gave a presentation on document 1271r0 providing a resolution to his comment concerning cross channel interference. The task group voted to accept comment 472 from Andrew Myles and in accordance with his proposed resolution, to have document 1271 provide the additional explanation he was seeking. The motion was made by Carl Kain, seconded by Alastair Yes-15, no – 0, abstain-0. 

Comment resolution has been completed.  The session is in recess until this afternoon. 

Thursday PM1, Nov 13, 2008 C Kain, Secretary

Draft is on the server. There are a few minor editorial errors.

Document 1411 r0 motion to accept draft p802.11pD4.03 as the official working draft for TGp motion by Randy Roebuck, second Justin McNew yes-13; no-0; abstain-1
There has to be a motion at the Friday WG Plenary to go to recirculation ballot. Once it goes to ballot, it will be renumbered 5.0. 

TGp has to approve a request for a motion within the closing plenary. Jerry Landt made a motion requesting within the 802.11 WG closing plenary asking the question, “should P802.11p D 5.0 be forwarded to sponsor ballot?”.   Second Alastair.  Yes-13 no-0 abstain-1. motion passes. 

1165 is being withdrawn from the agenda. Presentation will be postponed to a later date. 

A speaker from OFCOM, Andrew Gowans, from the Spectrum Policy Group, RRTag 802.18 meeting presented “Consultation on Safety Related ITS”.  Document 1419.

EC spectrum decisions are complied with by 27 member states. CEPT conference for European post and telecommunications 48 countries uses ECC decisions (includes former Soviet Union members). 

EC spectrum decision 2008/671/EC 5875-5905 MHz band for safety related ITS. 

Max Power EIRP 33 dBm and 23dBm/MHz based on 10 MHz channels. Transmit Power Control  range is 30 dB. See document for additional details. 

Andrew will give an update of what is going on in Europe at the next plenary. 

Plans for next meeting. Weekly teleconferences will remain available if needed. Once comments are received, the teleconferences will likely resume. 

The session is adjourned.
Postscript:


During the Opening Session of the IEEE 802.11 Working Group on Monday Lee told the Working Group of Broady Cash’s recent passing.  Stuart Kerry, the Past Chairman of the Working Group, recognized Broady’s contribution to ITS and the development of the admendment for WAVE and that we would miss him.  Bruce Kraemer, the present WG Chairman, then called for a moment of silence in rememberance of Broady.  It was a touching moment being recognized by the entire Working Group.



Abstract


This document is the minutes for the IEEE 802.11 TGp WAVE Task Group sessions during the IEEE 802 Plenary Session, November 10-14, 2008 under the Task Group Chairmanship of Lee Armstrong of Armstrong Consulting (affiliation USDOT) and Editor Wayne Fisher of ARINC (affiliation USDOT). Minutes were taken by Carl Kain of Noblis and Rick Noens of Motorola.











Submission 
page 1
Carl Kain, Noblis, Rick Noens, Motorola

