September 2009

doc.: IEEE 802.11-09/1098r0

IEEE P802.11
Wireless LANs

	TGp Meeting Minutes for Session 117

	Date:  2009-10-02

	Author(s):

	Name
	Affiliation
	Address
	Phone
	email

	Carl Kain
	USDoT
	3150 Fairview Park Drive South, Falls Church, VA
	703-610-1788
	ckain@noblis.org

	
	
	
	
	



Monday AM Session. 

Lee gave presentation 996R0 covering membership, antitrust, guidelines, policies, and procedures for the TG. Stated goal is to complete LB 154 comment resolution, go to recirculation or sponsor ballot this week (conditional). The agenda was accepted by unanimous consent. 

Wayne Fisher (ARINC) moved to accept the minutes from San Francisco. 

Francois Simon (USDoT) second. Unanimous consent.

Nobody was present to give the ISO liaison report. 

Tom Kurihara (TK Standards) gave the IEEE 1609 WG status liaison report. He has not posted this presentation to server yet; used an older document 0093R1. The next IEEE 1609 meeting is in October at ARINC. Drafts for 1609.3 and 1609.4 have been posted. He expects RevCom approval by June 2010 for IEEE 1609.1-.4. 

John Kenny (VSC2) asked for clarification that the ballot in October is a Working Group ballot. Tom said that it was. He said CEN TC 278 WG 16 was formed to determine how CEN ITS and TC 204 will work together to develop application standards. Francois Simone (ARINC) asked what application standard means. Tom said WG1 is building message sets and content to have common data elements. Francois pointed out that those are not application standards. ETSI may be exploring how applications will work. ETSI TC ITS activity may be moved to CEN WG 16. Communications activity will remain in TC 204 WG 16. There is a meeting in Germany in December between ETSI and ISO. John asked what the liaison activity with IETF is. Tom said that IP v6 and a few other RFCs are being used by ISO. The liaison relationship does not yet exist. Francois said main focus of ITS interest in IETF is IPv6 mobility. Francois asked what Tom meant by testing standards. Tom said there is a test tool developed under ETSI funding (TTCN).  George Vlantis (ST Microelectronics) said there is a European funded project his colleagues are working on concerning testing. Francois said ISO 9646 tells you how to do conformance testing. 

Tom reviewed the 1609 program of work. He also reviewed the draft IEEE 1609.11 Electronic Payment Services standard. Francois asked if this assumes 802.11p is used below 1609.11. Tom said it would also work with the European profiles (based on 802.11-2007). Tom also reviewed ETSI TC ITS projects. ITU-R and ITU-T also have ITS study groups or task forces. 

Lee reviewed the strategy for comment resolution. Many comments have been withdrawn, and most have been declined. The TG should be able to go to recirculation ballot with a “clean” document. The sponsor ballot could start immediately after the recirculation ballot (in approximately 20 days). No votes with required comments must be addressed. Some yes votes with required comments exist, but they do not have to be addressed. Depending on what the no voters do, the TG could go directly to sponsor ballot (the commenters can either change their vote or withdraw their comment, and if it has not been resolved, they can resubmit the comment in sponsor ballot). John asked for clarification on the timing relationship since 4 different Task Groups are trying to go to sponsor ballot at the same time. Lee said that the timing relationship between the 4 amendments holds in sponsor ballot. Lee also said if we don’t make sponsor ballot by November, the TG has to go back to the Executive Committee which will cause some delay. Draft 8.0 is still the current working draft because no changes have been made. It will be updated to D9.0 for recirculation ballot. Lee asked if any “no voters” were in attendance. None were. There are approximately 20 comments to address. 

George Vlantis presented documents 0939R1 and 0988 R1. 0930 comments are on Annex I and Annex J. One comment said to avoid using the acronym ITS since it was not in the abbreviations section. However there are many instances of this in the Draft. Since the style is consistent with the baseline, George is recommending “’decline”. The second comment is on Annex J. It concerned a footnote in regulatory table on regulatory class and overlapping channels. George claims the proposed resolution is outside the scope of the standard and comment should be rejected. Motion made to accept resolutions in 0939 R2. 

Moved: George Vlantis

Second: Wayne Fisher

Yes: 8

No: 0

Abstain: 4.

Document 0988 R1 was presented. It contains comments on clause 7, 9, 10, 11 and Annex D. There are several choices for extracting timing information. A clarification on format was requested. Rejecting the comment was recommended (defer to sponsor ballot). Another comment is on the OUI format and parsing. The recommendation was to reject it as out of scope. John doesn’t think this is out of scope. It was previously declined and the commenter came back and insisted. There was discussion concerning whether there should be a new Vendor Specific action frame. There was some disagreement on whether you can parse a 24 and a 36 bit OUI. The TG previously considered the arguments and feels that they can be parsed and that the comments can be rejected. George and John modified the language of the resolution on the spreadsheet. One commenter wants clarification on methods of synchronization. Joe Lauer (Broadcom) said the commenter may be pointing out a reference that may not be appropriate – it may be causing a contradiction concerning the synchronization methods and the use of a TSF timer. The consensus is that the use of a TSF timer is not disallowed in the draft as claimed by the commenter. 

TG is in recess for the AM session. 

Monday PM 2 Session. Lee reported that Michael Montemurro and George Buehmiller have retracted their comments since the AM session. They are expected to send e-mails changing their votes. However, David Cypher of NIST has changed his vote to no and is not present at the meeting. George Vlantis continued with document 0988. Dick Roy sent an e-mail suggesting a change. George says he is inclined to delete the sentence in question from the comment spreadsheet. Joe Lauer reported Qi Wang also does not want her comments to prevent sponsor ballot. She said it is OK to decline the comment in this session. Some of these comments will be carried forward to sponsor ballot. George has identified several of them. David Cypher pointed out a mistake that was a result of a typo on the MIB value concerning temperature type. He has logged it as “technical required” and he has voted no. However, the error was not inserted as a result of a comment on the last letter ballot. George is putting it in the resolution that the problem he identified is the result of an unintentional error. 

George made a motion to accept the resolutions in the document.

Second: Francois 

Yes: 9

No: 0

Abstain: 2 

Motion passes. 

Wayne presented Document 1023. A comment was submitted (twice) by David Cypher. In PICS (clause A.4.3) there are two entries that are essentially the same. He is advocating a certain consistency in the description of the PICs entries. Wayne is advocating declining at this time and will resubmit in sponsor ballot. George recommended searching the PICS table for other instances of the syntax of using O (for optional) by itself with no reference. There are several. Unless the commenter wants restrictions, there may be no need for a change. Jerry Landt (Transcore) asked if it was appropriate to claim it is out of scope since there was no change in this item between draft 7.0 and 8.0. George says it is the duplication that seems to be the issue, not the syntax. 

Wayne made a motion to accept the recommended resolutions in the document 1023 r1.

Second: Francois 

Yes: 7

No: 0

Abstain: 2

That concludes resolution of all of the comments. Lee is requesting a recess to verify the status of the comments before raising the issue of recirculation ballot. Lee also wants to reconsider the rationale for rejecting David Cypher’s comments to avoid problems in sponsor ballot. We are in recess until Tue PM2. 

Tue PM2.

Lee reviewed the status of the comments. The latest draft is R2. 

Discussion on David Cypher’s comment #36, 37. Comment is technical, required and he voted no. Comment cannot be deferred to sponsor ballot. The comment points out a mistake in the MIB value for temperature type (resulted from an unintentional typo when draft 8 was created). Lee presented document 0142 to address comments #36, 37 (same content to both comments). The recommendation is to accept the comment and make the change. Francois questioned whether comments can be made on other parts of the draft in recirculation ballot. Lee said comments can be made only on parts that have changed. Jerry asked whether the TG risks an appeal. Lee said it was possible. However, if recirculation is successful (no new comments on the one changed line), then the draft can go to sponsor ballot before the November Plenary. 

Move to accept the suggested remedy to CIDs 36 and 37 and instruct the editor to insert the “2” where indicated.

Motion: George Vlantis

Second: John Kenney

Yes: 7

No: 0

Abstain: 3

Document 0871 r4 was presented by Lee Armstrong. It contained a summary of comments and recirculation ballots for EC.  Lee asked if the group opposes giving the document to Bruce Kramer after some corrections are made, or whether we want to recess and return at the next scheduled session to vote on it. George Vlantis recommended returning at the Wednesday session to review the changes and corrections. 

Motion to authorize recirculation and sponsor ballots. Document 1003r1

Moved: George Vlantis

Second: Wayne Fisher

Yes: 6

No: 0

Abstain: 3

TG is in recess, and will reconvene Wed PM2.

Wed PM2. Lee presented document 0871r5, an updated version of the status of the TGp draft presented to the EC in July. The only change since July was a single technical required comment that resulted in a change to the draft. Recirculation should occur 25 September (10 day), and Sponsor ballot should start 12 October (and conclude Nov 10).

Motion to approve outgoing document (approve document 0871r5 as TGp’s request for sponsor ballot approval).

Moved: Wayne Fisher

Second: George Vlantis

Yes: 7

No: 0

Abstain: 1
Lee presented document 1003r2.

Motion to withdraw yesterday’s motion to go to recirculation

Motion: John Kenney

Second: Wayne Fisher

Yes: 8

No: 0

Abstain: 1

Motion to authorize recirculation and sponsor ballot (approve a 15 day Working Group Recirculation ballot asking the question should TGp 802.11p D9.0 be forwarded to Sponsor ballot).

Motion: George Vlantis

Second: Wayne Fisher

Yes: 8

No: 0

Abstain: 1

Lee reviewed the process for sponsor ballot (how to join the sponsor ballot pool). Jerry Landt and Lee showed how to navigate the SA website. 

TGp adjourned for the week at 4:45.
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