June 2009

doc.: IEEE 802.11-09/0703r0


IEEE P802.11 Wireless LANs

	TGp Conference Call Minutes for June 25, 2009

	Date:  2009-04-23

	Author(s):

	Name
	Company
	Address
	Phone
	email

	Susan R. Dickey
	California PATH
	University of California

Institute of Transportation Studies

Richmond Field Station, Bldg 452

1357 S 46th St
Richmond, CA 94804-4648
	510-665-3664
	dickey@path.berkeley.edu



June 25, 2009, Ad hoc TGp Teleconference
Attendance: 

Lee Armstrong, Armstrong Consulting 

Susan Dickey, California PATH/Caltrans

Wayne Fisher, ARINC 

Wendong Hu, ST Microelectronics

John Kenney, VSC2

Jerry Landt, Transcore

Dick Roy, Connexis
Francois Simon, ARINC

George Vlantis, ST Microelectronics

Lee called the meeting to order at 3 pm Eastern time, reminded the group of IEEE policies and asked about letters of assurance and copyrights. We had 180 comments on the last letter ballot, after eliminating duplicates. Many of these are editorial, and Wayne will take care of them, as will be authorized at the beginning of the next meeting. Francois said that some of the editorial comments do need discussion or interpretation. Lee said that it is up to Wayne if he wants to collect further input. Wayne said that Francois will publish his first pass of editorial changes, for those in charge of the sections to incorporate in the text for the section. 
Lee said we knew there were problems with Annex J, and George has been working on that. He has put some submissions on the server for download, IEEE 802.11-09/0700r0  to get everyone on the same page, IEEE 802.11-09/0682r1 as a draft comment resolution document.
Lee reminded us that we cannot go to Sponsor Ballot until we have recirculated a ballot with no required changes, not even editorial. Also it matters to other groups who goes first, so if we are delayed in schedule it creates work for them. Lee wanted to congratulate and thank Wayne for getting the document through Mandatory Editorial Changes without any additional edits required. Lee said that during Sponsor Ballot, there are different rules about how to respond to  comments. George pointed out that the Sponsor Ballot pool is limited to those who are already members of IEEE-SA and who then join the pool. Lee has started the process of getting the ballot pool formed. 

George went over the slide presentation in 11-09/700r0. He pointed out that the Europeans happily have aligned their 10MHz channels with our 10 MHz channels, even though their 20 MHz channels are moved out from the center of the band. Dick and George pointed out that there is a difference between regulatory usage and actual plans for usage in US and Europe. In Europe, 11a and 11n will be deployed in channels 100-140 in Europe and will be legacy that any 11p deployment will need to deal with. 
George then presented 11-09/0682r1, a draft resolution of all Annex I and J comments. Comment 122 had to do with row 16, line 18, should be page 33. Comment 123 was categorized by George as E, but should be TR. Dick disagreed with removing the footnote. George said he doesn’t want it removed, it belongs on a different row. George said he hasn’t done the work to put in the suggested resolution yet, on this call he only wants to get the comment reclassified; since two other comments on the same issue are classified as technical, this one should be, too. George will also take on the editorial comments about number of entries, since with resolutions to the technical comments the number of entries will likely change. 
Both Alastair and George intend to remove the 10MHz bands from the 100-140 channel range within our document, rather than come up with a coexistence mechanism.  George hopes to come back next time with a third column with suggested resolutions. Alastair recommends a two-step approach, described in section 4 beginning on page 5, to resolve the issues raised by Eldad Peralha and others in comments on LB151. George agrees that experience has shown that overlapping channels are a mistake. Dick does not agree, he says 11n means we will always have overlapping channels, and that the channel descriptions in the last draft do not need correction. George says that in the 5.4 band, a listen to talk to mechanism was added to 11n in order to avoid overlap with 40 MHz. George says he will resolve comments by saying we do not have any overlapping channels in 5.9 GHz, and he plans to propose the changes in section 4 first, maintaining flexibility in channel numbers, but back out the change that froze the channel plan. If these changes do not satisfy those with the same objections as Eldad, we may need to go to the changes in section 5 in September, which freezes the channels to match the proposed channel uses as shown in 11-09/0700r0. 

Dick pointed out there is an error in the third paragraph from the bottom on page 4, should read “Only one standard will be permitted in the 5.9 GHz band by the FCC.” John Kenney pointed out that there were errors in the last paragraph of Section 2. Dick had objections to the reasons for rejection in section 2 of the comment resolution, and will send George suggestions for improved wording.

George asked if we wanted the opinion of the group as to whether to try the changes in section 4, risking approval delay, or go straight to section 5 which shows the changes required to accept the comments of Eldad and others. Dick said we don’t need to guess, we can ask the commenters what they will accept. George said he will present the proposed solution to the commenters and ask if it satisfies their concerns. Wayne and Lee agreed we should pursue the section 4 approach, and get some feedback; there were no objections from others on the line.
Meeting was adjourned at 4:30 pm Eastern time.
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