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Monday AM2, May 10, 2009  (C. Kain, Secretary)  
7 people in attendance
Cark Kain will be secretary for the first half of the week. 7 people in attendance not including the chairman (2 more people joined mid-session). Several key people missing (the editor is not here). Francois and Lee will fill in as editors.

Lee reviewed patent policies, and other administrative instructions. Information is in document 0561r0. 

LBB 144 passed. 249 comments; 105 are editorial. Goal is to complete comment resolution and go back to recirculation this week. Change to agenda is evening U/V joint meeting chaired by Dorothy Stanley. Also Thu PM1 session added. Agenda is accepted. 

Minutes of March meeting (Vancouver) approved (document 417 r 0).

Tom Kurihara gave 1609 liaison report (093 r1). Joint meeting with SAE scheduled for June 17 in Troy. Teleconferences on .3 and .11 being held. Next meetings planned for Aug 4-6 in San Diego, and October 20-22 in Annapolis. ETSI-TC-ITS architecture is a station architecture that shows connection to backhaul and infrastructure networks, and multimedia access. Very different than 1609 which only addresses 5.9 GHz. Most of the work items proposed in Feb at ETSI are scheduled for completion in October. Discussion on harmonizing 5.8 and 5.9. Tom said representatives are lined up to work with ETSI. 

ETSI liaison is to 802.11 WG, not a specific 802.11p liaison. Lee proposed he would serve as the liaison. Proposal is into RITA for funding. 

Strategy for comment resolution. Comments assigned to individuals by clause or annex. Assignees are responsible for either resolving comments or finding others with expertise. Several of the assignees are not here. Every comment has to have a resolution to go back to ballot. Technical comments must be voted on with 75% approval. Editorial comments are not required for voting, but the chairman may request a vote to get the results formally into the minutes. 

Ad hoc meeting results. Lee missed the last two teleconferences. Minutes are on the server for each teleconference except the one last Thursday. Lee will contact Susan to get the last one posted. Tentative draft is version 6.01. It contains only editorial comment resolutions. Everyone was supposed to review it and give Wayne or Lee any corrections. Francois said 503r2, an major contribution in clause 7 is missing from this draft. 

Review and approve 6.01 is temporarily on hold based on the need to incorporate the remaining editorial comments and to meet the 4 hour rule. Lee will post a new draft and this item will come up tomorrow. Session agenda is completed. PM 2 agenda is being addressed (comment resolution).

450 r0 comment resolution-Francois. Assuming all of the comments have been taken care of (some were reassigned to others). John Kenney suggested in a teleconference that comment 15 should be reassigned as technical comment. Dick Roy’s document 08-1375 r1 was supposed to be updated by Dick to help with resolution but he has not done this. The comment is declined. Comment 19 is also declined. Vinuth has a counter to comment 22. If this document is accepted, Vinuth’s counter is to the accepted language. Comment 33 also declined. Vinuth also has a counter to this one. Comment 122 is currently listed as TBD. Francois says this one will be corrected by Justin in document 503. 145 is declined. Francois’s comment—he says it’s OK. Comment 157 is TBD.  Justin says there is a counter since the EDCA parameter set has been removed from the timing advertisement frame—resolution will be in Justin’s document 503. comment 171, 173,191, 198 are TBD. Francois says these are also in one of Justin’s documents (document 482 or 503). CID 250 is TBD. Wayne will make correction. 

Motion to accept resolutions in document 450 r1. Francois making motion. 

Second. Tom Kurihara.

For : 6

Against: 0

Abstain. 2

Motion passes. 

Next Document (486 r0). 

CID 14 is TBD. Commenter is concerned when front matter description disappears from final amendment, there will be confusion. Lee will resolve by Thursday. CID 29 is TBD. These are covered in John Kenny’s submission. Same for CID 31 which was declined. Comment 75 is declined (keep term WAVE out of document). CID 213 is TBD. Comment reference cannot be found in draft. Justin says it is actually in Clause 6, and comment can be accepted. CID 247 is TBD. Lee says CID covers this and new wording will be ready by tomorrow afternoon.

Motion will not be made at this time since wording for resolution of CID 14 and 247 needs to be developed. 

Jerry’s document 468 r1. CID 214, 215, 216, 217,218, were already fixed. 219 is countered. Francois cannot comment in Jerry’s absence. 220,221 were declined, and resolution is confirmed (in TGy).

Motion to accept: Francois.

Second: Justin

For: 3

Against: 0

Abstain: 2

Motion passes.

Justin is presenting document 479 r1.

4 comments on MIB. Justin recommends accepting all 4, suggested language. Typos in MIB are considered technical because it changes the structure. 

Discussion: Tom K says ETSI believes 802.11 MIBs are outdated. It may be un-compilable. This may be a TGmb issue. Making sure they will compile is no longer a requirement. 

Motion: Justin

Second: George

For: 5

Against: 0

Abstain: 1

Motion passes. 

Clause 11 discussion. Document  480 r2 being modified. CID 160, 161. Accepted. CID 162 Justin said a set primitive is not required. Other ways to solve, comment declined. 163 accepted in principle, but similar to 160/161. 165 accepted. 166 resolved by another comment resolution. CID 173 is TBD, but is now removed from the frame in another submission. CID 176-can’t find the reference, so comment is being declined. The rest of the comments have been accepted. Justin will make additional edits and put r3 on the server. RCPI has been added to use link quality. 

Session adjourned. 

PM2 session.

5 people in attendance not including the chairman

Presentation 480 r3 is on server. 

Justin moves to accept resolutions in 480r3.

Moved: Justin

Second: Francois

Yes:  5

No:  0

Abstain: 0

Next document is 503 r 1 which is being uploaded to the server at 4:10 PM. 

Comment 40—will become discussion item for joint meeting with U and V tonight. 

Comment 48- declined. BSSID field is always wildcard.

Comment 51 also declined. 

Comment 54-Stuart suggested that Justin talk to security folks in TGw –Carl suggested that the resolution might have to indicate the reason for declining is that the normal security association does not occur when dot11OCBEnabled=true.

3 more people have joined. 

Comment 56 – declining because filtering on BSSID not very practical since messages are broadcast or unicast. OBU to RSU specific would filter on destination address. Can’t find a use case to support this so it is being declined.

Comment 57 being declined because wildcard BSSID is defined in 802.11-2007.

Comment 68. declined-this issue was settled in previous letter ballots. 

CID 74 accepted in part (counter). You need an AP to do everything in the comment. 

CID 75 declined because term WAVE is no longer used. 

CID 78-declined. Comment may have been from redline document. Item commented on did not appear in table. 

CID 83-84 supported rates removed from timing advertisement frame. Comments accepted. 

Discussion on OUI. Stuart concerned that if we outright dismiss the comment, it will come back in sponsor ballot and possibly be a more serious issue. Confusion between the organizational identifier, and the formal OUI. 

CID 132 being declined because previously, members were not in favor of including higher order terms to the timing. 

Lee is discussing whether the motion should be delayed until after the tonight PM meeting. Stuart feels that we should vote because it would give us a position going in, and this position was agreed to in a teleconference. 

Motion to accept changes in document 503r1. 

Moved: Justin

Second: Stuart 

Discussion –comment 56, one attendee would like his colleague to have more time to examine the resolution. Justin said he could make a separate motion later in the week if he wants to make any modifications. 

For:  5

Against: 1

Abstain: 2

Motion passes. 

Justin is discussing the timing issue. Cisco has a presentation for tonight, but it does not take a specific position. We don’t need the complexity of what U and V are doing and our application is somewhat different. Also, the TGp addition in the Cisco briefing is the opinion of Dick Roy, not that of the task group. TGv and TGu distributes timing in beacon frames, which TGp does not use. There will be a straw poll tonight. Distribution of time from STA to STA and nanosecond timing granularity are the two items that are needed by TGp that TGu and TGv cannot satisfy. One issue is which amendment will be accepted first. No guarantees. Resolution versus accuracy in addressing granularity figures in the briefing should be discussed. Justin has a presentation. 

Rev 4 of the agenda is being posted. 

Justin gave his draft timing information submission. It explains how TGp uses time. Task Group agrees this presentation should be offered this evening as the TGp contribution. It will be document 578. 

481r3 Clause 9 comment resolution. 

CID 152 declined – EDCA parameter set definition already in document. 

CID 153 did not suggest resolution-comment declined. 

Several comments were countered due to the removal of the EDCA parameter set from the timing advertisement. Several changes were made due to this change.

Motion to accept changes to clause 9 in document 481 r3. 

Justin 

Second. Francois

Yes. 5

No. 0

Abstain. 2

Motion passes. 

Session is adjourned. 

Eve 1.

Joint meeting with TGv and TGu. Document 560r0. 

TGv has time stamping of events in general scheme. TGu distributes external timestamp for local time plus time zone. 

Justin is presenting 578 r0. explanation of TGp timestamp and how we have some simple devices that need time sent to them. 

Straw poll is almost unanimous in aligning all three primarily by adding TGp attributes to others. Several of the guys will work on a submission with the expectations of getting something together by PM2 on Wednesday (alan and Justin). One of the task groups may put this on their agenda on Wednesday and advertise the task group meeting if the document is available. If the group wants a joint meeting, we can find a new room or TGv volunteered to put it on their agenda. 

Tue PM2. 

Justin requested that the chairman delay accepting draft 6.01 as the working draft because he is suggesting changes to draft 6.0l. 

11 people in attendance not including the chairman. 

Lee will have a presentation tomorrow concerning aligning OUI information with TGu.

Document 482.r2. Just uploaded to server so any motions will be made tomorrow. Presentation concerns aligning timing information between TGp, U, and V. There is now a time advertisement information element. Timing capabilities field preserved first two values. TGv will add one of the values to the table (their own offset representation). TGp will not have this row in its table. Dorothy Stanley suggested fixing the title of table 7-37b to reflect the changes. There will be additional changes to clause 11 to align with TGv. Clause 11.20 was changed to simplify modifications U and V have to do. It describes how time is advertised. Several names were modified, but the meaning is the same. Alan says there needs to be a modification to be consistent with the base document (Time Error should be optional). Addition of value 2 means time zone information is included. George is concerned where the time zone information comes from. Justin is clarifying the time error field contents. Dorothy says it will work but is not quite consistent with the method used for extensibility in other amendments. Alan says time zone is defined as a string (variable length). He suggests that it should be converted to a fixed value. 

The rest of the document is clause 11 comment resolution. CID 183 about simultaneous BSS and non-BSS links, since this was rejected several times prior, it is being rejected again. Most of the comments were about “BSS membership” being defined. These comments were accepted and the wording has been changed. Most comments were accepted or countered. TGp should precede U and V so they will be modifying TGp’s text. All clause 7,9,10 and 11 have been addressed. Motion will not be made until PM2 session tomorrow to give TGu and TGv a chance to fully review it. 

Carl Kain presented document 0498 to correct the title of table 17-13a and to correct the coding rate for 64 QAM to rate 2/3 from rate ½. 

Motion made by George Vlantis

Second: Francois Simon

Yes 9

No 0

Abstain 1

Motion passes. 

Document 0468 r1 (Jerry Landt – not present; being presented by Lee Armstrong). Annex I comments, most being accepted. Peter Eccleson’s comment on scope of the PAR was countered. Comment 220 and 221 were declined since the figure that is under question was removed by TGy. Vinuth will check with John Kenny to make sure this is satisfactory. Francois said we went through this and sure enough, we accepted yesterday.

We are now going to review Alastair’s document.  488 r1. The group is recommending deleting 5, 30 and 40 MHz channels for TGp to resolve several of the comments. There is an issue with operating in 5.47-5.725 since this band requires DFS and TPC. These are regulatory requirements that are defined in other amendments. There are some references missing from the comment resolutions. An e-mail was sent to Alastair asking for clarification since he said he would post a new revision tomorrow. 

John Kenny’s document 596 r0 is being presented by Vinuth. Justin pointed out that these documents have been on the server for a long time and wants to expedite the presentations to be able to make it to recirculation ballot. Vinuth said there are some security issues from Nancy Cam-Winget and some comments from Roger Durant. 

Vinuth moves to make the changes in this document

Justin second.

Yes 5

No 0

Abstain 3

Motion passes. 

Meeting is in recess until PM 2 session tomorrow. 

Wednesday PM2.

9 people are in attendance not including the chairman. 2 more people joined shortly afterward. 

The meeting opened with changes made to document 482 r5 due to inputs from TGv and TGu. The document has agreements on timing information. 

Justin made the motion to accept the changes in this document

Second Vinuth

Yes: 8

No: 0

Abstain: 1

Motion passes

Lee instructed Justin to notify the other task groups so they can use the results of this document in their drafts. 

Next submission is document 488 r3. This was Alastair’s document that was covered in part yesterday at the PM2 session. Eldad came by and clarified some of his comments after the session ended, and some new responses were crafted. 

George Vlantis is discussing this document in a\Alastair’s absence. The range of channels in the current draft is not correct, because there will be overlapping channels. Channels 172-184 (even numbered) specified in regulatory class 14 is the suggested resolution. There are several other resolutions similar in nature that affect the annex J tables. The chairman is calling for a motion. 

Motion: George Vlantis

Second: Justin McNew

Yes: 7

No: 0

Abstain: 4

Motion passes.

Francois put two submissions on the server this morning (486r1 and 450r2) to address some editorial comments.

Francois is presenting 450 r2. CIDs 122,157,171, 173, 191, 198, 250 were resolved by Francois, Wayne, and Justin. All TBDs have been removed. These comments are all editorial, most are accepted. A vote is being taken for the official record. 

Motion: Francois

Second: Vinuth

Yes: 9

No: 0

Abstain: 1

Motion passes.

Document 597 r0. Lee needs input. 

Lee reviewed a response to Andrew Myles that states he fails to see the use of this amendment. George Vlantis and Jon Rosedahl brought up the fact that timing information in this amendment will be used to support TGu and TGv. Jon Rosedahl is suggesting some edits to Lee’s proposed response. Carl Kain pointed out that the governments of Australia, Canada, the EU, USA etc. have expressed interest in adopting the standard. Justin pointed out that these countries are pursuing deployment and that they have allocated spectrum in anticipation of its passage. 

CID 7  is being declined because the purpose and scope have to be aligned. CID 39 is being declined to be consistent with other comments that are similar, and had to be declined. 

CID 41 -Table 7-2 commenter wants modification of the definition of To DS/From DS=0 be removed. George is suggesting a counter to clarify the case by tying it to a MIB variable. 

CID 208 Alastair suggests adjusting the wording to specify data frames in section A4.15 EDCA table. Lee has provided a counter. 

CID 242 is a repeat comment concerning overlapping BSS and interference. George provided a resolution.

CID 244, 245-commenter wants a definition of OCBEnabled operation. Clause 5.2.11 has the definition.

CID 98 covered in document 503

CID 99 OUI comment also covered in document 503. 

CID 243 on security being bypassed in this amendment. Vinuth says document 596 addressed this comment. 

CID 246 is an OCBEnabled definition request relative to security. Jon is suggesting a clarification be added in Clause 9 to address this comment. This is one of several comments that would be satisfied with normative descriptions to correspond to OCBEnabled operation relative to descriptions in Clause 5. Clause 5 gives the overview, other clauses give more precise definitions. Justin says the needed definition is in Clause 11.19.  

That covers all the orphan comments. 

Lee will post the modified document and bring it up for motion tomorrow. 

Meeting adjourned.

Thursday AM1

Meeting opened at 8:15. Currently 5 in attendance not including the chairman. 

New agenda has been posted.  4 more joined later.

Plans are to go to recirculation ballot at the end of this meeting, and go to sponsor ballot at the July meeting. 

Document 629r0 discussion continuing. 

Document 596 has the resolution to CID 3 from Nancy Cam-Winget concerning security. CID 246 recommendation is decline.

Modifications are being made to the response (background information that is not appropriate for the draft standard, but will help the commenter to understand the operation of 802.11p) to the security comments. 

Motion to decline CID 246. George Vlantis

Second Justin

Yes: 6

No: 0

Abstain: 1

Motion passes

597r0 discussion concerning OUI comments. 

TGu is also using OUI. They want to consider TGp’s implementation. They suggested that the definition should be in clause 7.3.1 and all subsequent uses should be referred to that definition. 7.3.2.26 definition in TGp draft should be moved to 7.3.1. Also the definition in 7.4.5. 

Motion to accept: Justin

Second: George

Yes: 8

No: 0

Abstain: 1

Motion passes. 

Document 0628 r0 Miscellaneous comments. 

CID 7 request to define interoperability declined

CID 8 accepted

CID 9, 13 Counter-OCB term eliminated. 

CID 39 – suggested remedy not needed, comment declined.

Other modifications. 

Motion to accept recommended resolutions: George

Second: Vinuth

Yes: 8

No: 0

Abstain: 1

Document 0619 r0. 

Andrew Myles comment CID 249 that TGp should be stand alone document. The response was edited at yesterday’s PM session. There was some additional editing last night. Recommendation is to decline comment with a significant response. 

Motion to decline CID 249: Justin

Second: George

Yes: 8

No: 0

Abstain: 2

Motion passes. 

There is an r1 on the server—r0 was up on the screen. Comment resolution should be complete. 

Vinuth asked about documents 450 and 485. Some comments have conflicts because they appeared in more than one document and the resolutions were not identical. Vinuth agreed that the recommended changes should be put in the master spreadsheet, and if conflicts are identified, they should be brought to the attention of the group. 

Some changes to draft 6.02 did not get saved; Lee would like the group to work on making sure that all comment resolutions are in the draft (some edits did not get saved). Lee will recess the group and volunteers can remain behind to help fix the draft so it can be posted by noon so it can be voted on for recirculation ballot at the PM 2 session. 

TGp is in recess at 9:20. 

Post Script –

The following comments were initially resolved in document 450 and 486:

14,15,19,21,22,23,24,25,26,27,28,29,31,32,33,247 overlapped with 596. Out of these, CIDs 22,33, 14, and 247 had conflicting resolutions with document 596. The remaining comments had the same resolution with possibly different reasons. For the purposes of comment resolution, document 596 should be viewed as the final resolution for all these comments. 

TGp comes to order at 1:45 PM, Thursday, May 14, 2009

Joseph Lauer (Broadcom Corporation) acting secretary for the session

Lee Armstrong (USDOT) states that to the best of the group’s knowledge, we have resolved all of the comments related to LB 144.  However, as of this moment, the draft has not been updated to reflect the comment resolutions.

Stuart Kerry (OK Brit) asks if we will be able to meet the 4 hour rule.  Lee says that he and Francois Simon (US DOT) will work on the draft tonight and have it complete by the plenary tomorrow.

Francois says that he has 2 more submissions related to editorial comments that need to be motioned.  The comment resolutions have been agreed to, but we have not have a motion.

There is discussion on how to word the motion to approve those comments and approve draft 6.01 as the resolution to all of the editorial comments.

There are multiple motions related to moving forward.  All are in document 09/640r2.  Lee discusses the motions before the actual votes.  The editorial comments have been incorporated into draft 6.01 except for the resolutions done this week. 

Motion:  Move to approve speculative draft P802.11p D6.01 as the resolution to editorial comments which together with those resolutions formally approved up to and including 14 May 2009 AM1 meeting recess represent complete resolution of all editorial comments.

Moved:  Stuart Kerry

Second:  George Vlantis (ST Micro)

Vote:  9Y/0N/1A

Motion:  Having approved comment resolutions for all of the comments received from LB #144 on P802.11pD6.0, instruct the TGp editor to create P802.11p D7.0 in preparation for recirculation ballot if so approved by the working group.

Moved:  George Vlantis

Second:  Vinuth

Vote:  9Y/0N/0A

Motion to form Sponsor Ballot Pool:  Whereas a ballot pool must be formed prior to going to Sponsor Ballot, and anticipating that P802.11p could be ready for Sponsor Ballot as soon as the July meetings, it is moved on behalf of TGp that a Sponsor Ballot Pool be formed prior to the July meetings for the anticipated Sponsor Ballot of P802.11p:

Moved:  Stuart Kerry

Second:  George Vlantis

Vote:  9Y/0N/0A

Discussion on Recirculation LB motion:  Although all of the comments have been resolved, version 4 of the comment resolution spreadsheet does not reflect all of the resolutions.  Version 5 has not been created yet.  Discussion on what the group should do.  Stuart suggests that we need two motions:  one for a procedural ballot and then one recirculation ballot.  Lee expresses concern about making sure that we get enough votes on both ballots.  Stuart suggests that two ballots buy the group some time for Francois to make all of the necessary changes to the spreadsheet.

Chair decides to have procedural ballot followed by recirculation letter ballot:

Motion to authorize Procedural Ballot:  Having approved comment resolutions for all of the comments received from LB 144 on P802.11p D6.0 and instructed the TGp editor to create 802.11p D7.0, approve a 15 day WG Procedural Letter Ballot asking the procedural question “Should TGp P802.11p D7.0 be forwarded to WG Recirculation Letter ballot”?  If successful, then begin as soon as possible, a 15 Working Group Recirculation Letter Ballot asking the question “Should TGp P802.11p D 7.0 be forwarded to Sponsor Ballot?”

Moved:  George Vlantis

Second:  Francios

Vote: 7Y/0N/4A

By authorizing a procedural vote, we avoid the spreadsheet dilemma mentioned above.

Francois asks what is the priority for the group:  edit the document or fix the spreadsheet.  Lee says spreadsheet first.  Then, Francois and Vinuth will meet to discuss comments that appear in multiple resolution documents (no difference in ultimate resolution, but wording might be slightly different).  Draft does not have to be updated before adjournment.  

With no other business, TGp adjourned at 2:35 PM.
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