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Attendees:

Lee Armstrong, Chair

Wayne Fisher, Technical Editor

Susan Dickey (took minutes), Caltrans
Carl Kain, Noblis
John Kenney, VSC2
Tom Kurihara, Self
Alastair Malarky, Mark IV
Justin McNew, Kapsch
Richard Roy, SRA
Randy Roebuck, Sirit
Francois Simon, ARINC
Dale Sumida, Kapsch
George Vlantis, STMicroelectronics
Lee called the meeting to order at 3pm Eastern Time, and went over patent policy and IEEE rules for operation, as detailed in 802.11-09/1179.

Lee reviewed Sponsor Ballot results and current status. There were very few negative votes, relatively speaking, on the first round. Comment spreadsheet is 802.11-09/1200r5.

Lee then reviewed P802.11p Comment Resolution Committee rules/process, reference 802.11-09/1236r0 which was originally presented at the November meeting. Key differences from operation as an 802.11 Task Group include:
· Binding votes may occur during conference calls, so teleconferences are not strictly ad hoc meetings as for 802.11 Task Groups, but may involve voting on resolutions of comments

· Anyone who calls in who is an 802.11 member is part of the committee for that call, and has the right to vote. The chair must check that each voter is an 802.11 member. Webex will serve to facilitate roll call votes.

· Sponsor ballot members submit comments and may call in to Comment Resolution Committe teleconferences, but do not have the right to vote on comment resolution, unless they are also 802.11 voting members. A message sent out to the TGp list server will serve as notice to the Comment Resolution Committee membership.

· Wording that we want recorded must fit into entries on the spreadsheet. Wayne said that the agreed to final resolution must be standalone and not include references to other documents. This results in a different structure for the comment spreadsheet. Each recirculation also has unique ID numbers for comments.
Lee proposed a week’s lead-time for any submissions discussed at teleconferences. John K said this might be a good guideline for items to be voted on, but not for documents intended for discussion. 

Lee and Wayne then gave an introduction to how we will be using WebEx during meetings, and a demonstration of how WebEx voting works. Those not on WebEx will be polled in parallel to save time. The result will then be posted on the WebEx “white board”, announced on the teleconference and recorded in the minutes.
We then began discussion of comment resolutions proposed in 802.11-09/1200r5, with results of today’s votes to be saved in 802.11-09/1200r6. With respect to CID #1001, Richard objected to the wording in the Resolution Detail column, “The regulatory agency does not permit overlapping channels in the same Regulatory Class,” on the basis that the regulatory agency may change what it permits over time. Justin said he thought the resolution in part 1 of the Proposed Change” column was superior. George said the wording in the Resolution Detail column corresponded to what was wordsmithed at the November meeting as part of the discussion for comment 1031. Richard also spoke in favor of the wording in part 1 in the Proposed Change column. There was discussion about whether this resolution would satisfy the original commenters; George maintained that a clause saying “within the same Regulatory Class” would make it more clear that the case they are concerned about is addressed, but he is fine with using the wording based on part 1 of the Proposed Change that was entered in the Other1 column, and seeing if the original commenters accept it

. 

Poll: Agree to accept the proposed resolution to CID #1001 with the Other1 wording

8 yes

0 no

1 abstain

We then discussed future meeting schedule. There will be no meeting next week, too many people are traveling and out of the country. The next meeting will be on the 17th. There will likely be no meetings on 24th  and 31st, since these are holidays for most people, though this can be discussed on the 17th. Alastair suggested people should continue to communicate by email about specific issues and make submissions that can be discussed at meetings, so work can continue even on weeks where there are no meetings.. Those responsible for organizing comment resolutions for clauses remain the same, anyone interested in a comment or group of comments is encouraged to make submissions and participate. 

We then discussed CID #1008. Justin said he disagreed with the text in Resolution Detail, and preferred adding the reference.  Alastair asked why we had to put in a reference when no one else in other clauses did. Dick said even if other clauses are not correct, we should be correct. Alastair said he did not want to open up the clause to more comments. Lee said only the change is subject to new comments. Lee said if we are to make this change he needs the exact reference, Justin said the reference was to 7.3.1.10, and the instruction: 
Add to Notes column for Timestamp row, “See 7.3.1.10 for Timestamp format.”

was placed in the Other1 entry for CID #1008

Poll: Agree to accept the proposed resolution to CID #1008 with the Other1 wording

7 yes

1 no

0 abstain

We then discussed CID #1010, where the Resolution Detail column in 802.11-09/1200r5 proposed to Disagree. John Kenney said that the comment does point out an ambiguity in our description, and that 11.21.1 needs work. Alastair said that he would rather reject this comment and work on 11.21.1 in response to CID #1015. Lee asked if the discussion really belongs to CID #1015. Richard said the discussion may apply to both, possibly based on confusing descriptions in the base document, and we should make it clear that we require the 64-bit timer but not the synchronization functions. Justin volunteered to provide a resolution to these comments before the next meeting, that the comments (1010, 1015 and 1016) are fair and we can do a better job, but we can’t do it with wordsmithing right now.  Alastair said that 1054, 1055 and 1056 are also related to this. Everyone agreed that this was a good point, and Justin said he would run the proposed resolution by Alastair before submitting to the group. John K said document 802.11-09/1242r1 may also be relevant. 

Lee said there were two more comments related to the overlapping channel in the regulatory class issue. Wayne said Francois is making a pass at editorial comments. 
Lee asked for feedback on WebEx. People said it was helpful, but display was not perfect, so we need to be conscious that even those on WebEx may not have a perfect view of what we are doing on the screen, and be careful to make things clear using the phone and document references.  
The meeting adjourned at 4:50 Eastern Time
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