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April 23 2009, Ad hoc TGp Teleconference
Attendance: 
Susan Dickey, California PATH/Caltrans

Wayne Fisher, ARINC 

Wendong Hu, ST Microelectronics

Carl Kain, Noblis

Stuart Kerry, OK-Brit
Vinuth Rai, Toyota/VSC-2

Randy Roebuck, Sirit
Dick Roy, Connexis
Dale Sumida, Kapsch

Francois Simon, ARINC
Wayne called the meeting to order in Lee's absence at 3 pm Eastern time.  In preparation for the teleconference Wayne suggested we  review the following recent submittals: IEEE 802.11-09/0504r0, "TGp Conference Call Minutes for April 30, 2009", John Kenney, VSC2; IEEE 802.11-09/503, "Clause 7 comment resolutions", Justin McNew; IEEE 802.11-09/498, "Clause 17 Comment Resolution", Carl Kain.    

Wayne reported that John Kenney would not be able to make it so no updates on Clause 5 today.

Stuart brought up the issue regarding harmonizing timing and synchronization proposals of TGp, TGu and TGv groups. On Monday evening the slots are in parallel, so this would be a good time to do it. Still needs to be discussed with Lee. Wayne said it would be our third meeting time of the day, so this would be appropriate. Dick said he saw no problem with the joint meeting, but he wanted to emphasize that what we are doing is alignment, not synchronization, and our requirements are not as stringent as the other groups. Stuart asked Dick if in his conversations with Alan Thompson, Alan now understands the issue that TGp is trying to address. Dick said Alan is preparing slides on how to harmonize the proposals of all three groups. Stuart asked, since Dick will not be there, can the questions be answered by others in TGp, or do we need a presentation? Francois said that Justin can address these issues, and we don't have to make a decision at the joint meeting. The consensus of the telecom was that we ask Lee to go ahead with scheduling the joint meeting.

Next Carl discussed his one-word comment submittal 11-09/498r0 that changes the table title to:  "Optional enhanced receiver performance requirements", saying we had intended it to be optional, but since commenter had marked this technical instead of editorial he had made a submittal.

Dale said that Justin would not be on the call today. Dale and Justin are doing revisions to 11-09/503r0 that will be posted to revision 1: removing EDCA parameter set from advertisement frames had a lot of consequences in Clause 7; also message from Eldad, forwarded by Alastair, related to OUI, has suggestions that may affect their submittal. There was a discussion between Francois, Dick and Dale about the details of this, with the main new problem of making an "Organization Identifier" definition which is not yet an official IEEE definition.  Francois suggests just not capitalizing the O and the I. Verdict of telecom was everyone hates adding definition to 7.3.1. 
Dale discussed 7.1.3.3.3 and the changing of the paragraph that starts "wildcard BSSID": 11n has already added another subtype to that. Francois and Dick said we need to override that. Dale asked how to note that; Wayne said we will need an editorial comment to reference the 11n draft. There were further discussions between Francois, Dick and Dale about wording related to the Vendor Specific Action Frame issues. Dale pointed out that we need to either eliminate Extended Capabilities Element from the frame or add it to the primitive. It was the consensus to keep it in the frame, so we need to add it to the primitive. Dale also raised the question of order of parameters for information elements; Wayne said he thought he had corrected that. 

Wendong asked where EDCA parameter set would be transferred, since it is eliminated from the frame. Dick said it will either be a system specification default for WAVE systems, or part of the WAVE service advertisement. Wendong also asked about supported rate sets; Dick said this was not relevant for modern systems, but could be resolved in the same way for our special deployments.

Dale said that Clause 11 is affected by the fact that the Timing IE is now mandatory in the Timing Advertisement Frame, in order to resolve comments that didn't think it should be optional. 

Francois asked Dale when he expected to have IEEE-802.11-09/503r1 completed; Dale said by the end of the week. 

Wendong pointed out a typo in Table 17.3 that should be fixed; he and George have sent an email to Francois. 

Wayne said it is the hope that at the Montreal meeting next week, which Lee will chair, that they approve all the submissions and get to another LB recirculation.
Telecon was adjourned at 4:30 pm Eastern Time.
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