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April 9, 2009, Ad hoc TGp Teleconference

Attendance: 

Lee Armstrong, Armstrong Consulting 

Wayne Fisher, ARINC 

Alastair Malarky, Mark IV

Justin McNew, Kapsch

Randy Roebuck, Sirit

Dale Sumida, Kapsch

Francois Simon, ARINC

George Vlantis, STMicroelectronics

Wendong Hu, STMicroelectronics

Carl Kain, Noblis

Dick Roy, Connexis

Lee Armstrong opened the teleconference at 3 PM Eastern time. Wayne Fisher volunteered to take minutes for the teleconference as Susan was unable to join us.  

The agenda for today’s teleconference is:

1.  Discussion on how Editorial comments will be handled.

2.  Alastair’s preliminary resolutions to comments assigned to him.

3.  Discussion on OUI comments.

4.  Discussion on Timing related comments.

5.  General discussion on Security related comments.

Lee’s opening remarks included a few comments on the new LB 144 Master Spreadsheet.  He (and Justin) felt that there were no showstoppers and we should be able to address and resolve the comments received in time to go to the next Letter Ballot at the end of the Montreal sessions. 

Lee noted that there were many editorial comments and requested that the group allow the Editor to address these comments and prepare a speculative draft (D6.01) that could be presented (and accepted) at the beginning of the TGp meetings in Montreal.  There was no dissent; however, Alastair recommended that the person assigned to address comments in a Clause(s) also assume final responsibility for the “Editorial” comments for that Clause.  He stated that last time keeping the editorial comments separate and trying to address them all at the end resulted in many “editorial” errors and omissions in the final draft submitted for Recirculation Letter ballot.  Wayne proposed that he and Francois address the Editorial comments up front and provide them to everyone so they could incorporate the resolutions into their individual submittals and update them as appropriate as their submittals were being finalized.  There was no dissent to this approach.
Alastair discussed his preliminary resolutions (see his document 09-0449).  Many were editorial comments which followed many of Francois resolutions (see Francois’ document 09-0450) with some exceptions.  Alastair also identified that many of his comment resolutions were related to OUI comments received.  Francois said he thought OUI was not needed in P802.11p (do in P1609).  However, Alastair says we do need to expand on the OUI description in 802.11.  We can not just do it in P1609 because other implementers (in 802.11) may do things differently (vs our P1609-defined approach) and we could get into trouble.  Alastair identified that a number of folks had comments against OUI that he felt indicated that they did not understand what we were intending to do (e.g. Nancy Cam-Winget of Cisco). Alastair had a conversation with Peter Ecclesine and once he understood our intentions he was satisfied with our changes to OUI in our amendment. Alastair felt if we provided an explanation to the other dissenters they may accept our approach.  He said he was willing to correspond with the OUI commenters to provide an explanation and, hopefully, get their concurrence. He said the primary issue was OUI but a secondary issue was the terminology.  We need to address the terminology and maybe provide draft text for TGp and maybe submit it to TGmb.
Justin asked if Alastair was willing to take over providing resolutions to all of the OUI comments.  He said he was willing to provide recommended resolutions to the OUI comments and to correspond to the dissenters but he felt that those assigned to each Clause (containing OUI comments) should maintain final responsibility for their resolutions. Justin was satisfied with this approach. Justin will address all of the Clause 7 comments and Alastair will coordinate his OUI inputs with him.
Lee asked about the other comments received in LB 144.

Justin said in Clause 7 the primary issues were OUI and Timing issues.  Alastair thinks most of the timing comments just need an explanation.  Justin thought many were because folks did not understand the table (Table 7-95a1).  He also was concerned about whether or not to incorporate higher order terms.  
George Vlantis felt that Eldad’s basic question was, “Why are we trying to address higher accuracy time?”  Alastair pointed out that we were NOT using the Sync method.  He said that over-the-air was not part of this implementation and we just needed to explain this.

Lee said we again had a number of comments on security and we may need to discuss the issues directly with the commenters since many still don’t seem to understand TGp’s approach to security (addressing it at the upper layers).  He said a few dissenters will not stop us from going to Sponsor Ballot.  Lee hopes to start the Sponsor Ballot process soon after the Montreal meeting.
Alastair was concerned about some issues and comments received on Annex J.  He thought that by adding Table J.2 Regulatory classes for 5 GHz band in Europe we had stimulated many questions on overlapping channels, coexistence issues, and 40 MHz channel rules of operation. He said one solution was to remove Table J.2 but he was not seriously recommending that.

There was an extended discussion on the issues of coexistence, overlapping channels, and wideband channel rules.

Dick Roy said TGp did not have a coexistence issue.  He said the rules were in Clause 17.

George said TGn is addressing some of these issues and maybe their draft would provide guidance for us. He said the spacing in 2.4 GHz was a mess and there is a need for rules for 40 MHz channels stepping on 20 MHz channels. And there is a need for guidance concerning the associated modulations.

Alastair said at present our draft does not allow simultaneous communications inside and outside of a BSS.

 Dick asked Justin if he had done any testing using 20 MHz channels.  Justin said yes he had and the results were good. He said the delay spread was the primary problem. He said the physics shows this as OK but this type of operation was not defined for TGp at this time.

There was some further discussion on these issues.

Alastair asked for further guidance to address the comments in Annex J.

George suggested waiting for TGn and follow what they are doing.  He said rules for 40 MHz channel operations are controlled by the AP and since TGp does not use APs for most operations most of these “rules” would not apply.

Alastair said we did not write rules on “Bands”, just bandwidths.

Justin said we are not depending on an AP.

George said, however, if we use 40 MHz channels we may need an AP.

Alastair said this implies that we may need simultaneous operations without/with IBSS and OCB.

Justin said we are not disallowing either, just not simultaneously. We could switch to other bands for IBSS/ AP functions but it doesn’t mean we MUST allow both simultaneously.

There were further discussions on using other bands to do higher bandwidth functions.
Alastair asked that folks please look into this and consider the issues and provide guidance. 

Justin and George said that they will take a look at this.

Justin thinks that the tables in Annex J can be addressed by just adding some suitable entries.

The next teleconference will be next Thursday at 3 PM Eastern time.

The teleconference was adjourned at about 4:10 PM Eastern time.
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