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April 30, 2009, Ad hoc TGp Teleconference
Attendance: 

Wayne Fisher, ARINC 

Hanbyeog Cho, ETRI
Stuart Kerry, OK-Brit
John Kenney, VSC2
Randy Roebuck, Sirit

Dale Sumida, Kapsch

Francois Simon, ARINC

George Vlantis, STMicroelectronics

Wendong Hu, STMicroelectronics

Carl Kain, Noblis

Richard Roy, Connexis
Justin McNew, Kapsch

Alastair Malarky, Mark IV

Recent TGp Submittals relevant to this teleconference are:

	Doc
	Rev
	Title
	Author:

	503
	0
	Clause 7 comment resolutions
	Justin McNew (Kapsch TrafficCom)

	498
	0
	Clause 17 Comment Resolution
	Carl Kain (USDoT/Noblis)

	488
	1
	LB 144 Annex J Comment Resolution
	Mark IV Industries

	486
	0
	LB 144 – P802.11p D6.0 Editorial Required Comments
	Francois Simon (ARINC, Inc.)

	482
	0
	Clause 11 Comment Resolution
	Justin McNew (Kapsch TrafficCom)

	481
	2
	Clause 9 Comment Resolution
	Justin McNew (Kapsch TrafficCom)

	480
	2
	Clause 10 comment resolution
	Justin McNew (Kapsch TrafficCom)

	479
	1
	Annex D comment resolution
	Justin McNew (Kapsch TrafficCom)


The agenda for this teleconference, included below, was sent out with the teleconference notice on the Reflector:

The tentative agenda is:

     OLD Business:

1. Alastair – Any comments/updates to Annex J?  (Still a few TBDs.)   [ See submittal:  09-0488r1. ]

2. Justin – Any further comments/updates to Comment Resolutions for Clauses 9, 10, 11 and Annex D?  [ See Submittals:  09-0479r1, 0480r1, 0481r1, and 0482r0. ]

a. EDCA Parameter set for “WAVE” – Potentially deleting this table?

3. Justin – OUI.  General Discussion

a. Alastair – Inputs to Justin on OUI recommendations.

b. Stuart – Preparations for an Interpretation Request to TGmb relating to OUI.

Wayne conducted the teleconference as Lee was not available.
Wayne went over IEEE policies related to the teleconference.
Alastair, in 0488/r1, identified three groups of comments that still need to be identified.  No input on those yet.

George Vlantis on 40 MHz:  P802.11p follows P802.11n.  We have no statement that we’re using 11n modulation schemes.  If we do intend to endorse that by putting 40 MHz in Annex J, we will have to do what we did with OCB, that is go into places where they have restrictions on permissions to use 40 MHz and we will have to change those rules.  Eldad has a comment regarding this.  Dick says Eldad’s comment had to do with spectral mask and he does not understand why rules need to be adjusted.  Wayne notes this is CID 232.  There is some discussion about whether we need to note that some rules do not apply.  Dick says all we need is a mask and a modulation format.  George says it is a lot of additional complexity for low benefit, and he prefers that the option not be included in the amendment because none of his customers want it.  Dick asks which CIDs from Eldad are relevant to this discussion.  Alastair says 232, 223, and 229 need discussion; these are all listed in Alastair’s submission 488/r1.  Wayne asks if changes and additions would be limited to Annex J.  Alastair says no, it would require changes to sections that 11n is changing.  Alastair is looking for people to take ownership of some of these CIDs.  He asks Dick to take ownership of some comments related to Europe.  George notes that no regulations in the US or Europe allow for 40 MHz operation in the 5 GHz band.  Dick disagrees, pointing to 5.4-5.7 GHz band.  Justin says that since Dick is most interested in keeping 40 MHz in, he would be the best person to do the comment resolution.  Dick says he will look at those.

Clauses 9, 10, 11, or Annex D:

Justin says they made minor changes to 480 and 481 to be consistent with 503.  Wayne asks if there is anything new on the EDCA parameter set.  Justin says they intend to delete it from the Timing Information frame as discussed last week.  Wayne asks if there is anything new on the OUI.  Justin believes the issue has been resolved, see 09-0503.

Clause 7: 
Justin says there are a few open questions.  

1) Justin would like to delete all the parameters from Timing Advertisement frame except timestamp, Timing IE, and VSIE.  The reason is that we can not define any function that describes how to use these parameters when they are received by the SME, so they are not important to include.  Dick says Country IE has a country code, which tells you which table in Annex J to use for channel information.  Regulatory class is not sufficient; you need the Country Code as well.  Dick wants to know how basic rate set supported would be known.  Justin says either assume all devices support all rates, or come up with a fall back in P1609.  Dick asks if there is not value in leaving it optional in the Timing Advertisement frame.  Justin says he’s not clear what a device would do with that information on receipt.  Justin also notes that the Vendor Action Frame does not include any of this information, and there is a proposal to move the WSA to the Vendor Action Frame.  Alastair says some devices that support P1609 may not support WSA.  If information like Country IE is moved into the WSA it would require those devices to support WSAs.  Alastair prefers leaving this information in the Timing Advertisement frame.  Justin says based on this guidance he will remove the EDCA parameter set but leave in the other things.  Justin says he could use help defining the policies on how to use these things that will be optionally left in.  Alastair says he will be in contact with John Moring.  

2) Justin says the next question is about the accuracy of the TSF Timer Offset Estimate – a comment asks why it is in nanoseconds, when the TSF timestamp itself is in microseconds.  Alastair says the CIDs are 110, 125, and 126.  Justin wonders if we can not go to microseconds.  Dick says he would advise against it.  The TSF timer can be quite accurate, despite its microsecond resolution. Alastair says he would like sub-microsecond resolution so that quantization error is small enough to keep microsecond accuracy in the tracking filter.  Justin says he hears arguments for leaving it at nanosecond resolution.  No one objects. 

3) Justin then notes that the Vendor Specific Action Frame does not support RCPI extraction.  This would require a change in clause 10.  There is currently no comment on that, so there may be a procedural issue.  Justin just wants to be able to get RCPI from the frame when it is received.  Alastair says he believes existing comments on Vendor Specific Action Frame can be interpreted to allow this change, e.g. CID 248.  Dick asks if a change would have backward compatibility implications.  Justin says the change would be an optional parameter in a primitive.  Dick asks how an implementation would know to compute RCPI upon receipt of the Vendor Specific Action Frame.  Justin thinks implementations already do this.  

John Kenney asks for opinions about CIDs 36 and 37.  Dick thinks there is a common misperception that the states in 11.3 are attributes of a STA rather than of a link.  We do not have a link establishment procedure.  Dick thinks it could be helpful to put something in 11.3 and also to create a separate document with more information - 1) Link and Link states 2) P802.11p does not establish links, 3) security: OCB communications will be secured at a higher layer if needed.   Alastair suggests changing authentication to security in 5.2.11.  

John then asks for guidance on resolving CID 247 from Roger Durand.  There was discussion about creating the right balance between providing helpful information and including too much information.  The group has previously removed explanatory information at the request of commenters.  Dick volunteers to correspond with Roger, and to include John in the correspondence.  Wayne asks generally for people to look at CIDs 242-249, which are not assigned to individuals.  There was some specific discussion of CID 249 from Andrew Myles.

Wayne notes that there is an outstanding required ballot on 11s.

Wayne asked if there were any more inputs for discussion. Stuart said he was still working on the Interpretation Request on the OUI.  Alastair said he had some inputs and would provide them to Stuart.

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

The teleconference was adjourned at about 4:40 PM Eastern time.
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