May 2004

doc.: IEEE 802.11 11-04-0589-00-000e


IEEE P802.11
Wireless LANs

Minutes of 802.11 Task Group E
MAC Enhancements - QoS

Orange County, CA

Date:
May 10-14, 2004

Author:
R. R. Miller

AT&T Lab - Research

Phone: 973-236-6920

e-Mail: rrm@att.com
1. Monday 11:30 pm Morning Session, May 10, 2004

1.1. Opening

1.1.1. Call to order

1.1.1.1. John Fakatselis (JohnF) called the meeting to order

1.1.1.2. Meeting begun at 11:34 am.

1.2. Agenda

1.2.1. Review of the agenda 

1.2.1.1. JohnF showed the tentative meeting agenda, 11-04-0275-04-0000
1.2.1.2. 11-04-0275-04-0000-802-11-wg-tentative-agenda-may-2004.xls, on the screen and reviewed the proposed agenda:

1.2.1.2.1. Potentially we will be working on comments.  We will likely be occupied discussing comments until the last session.

1.2.1.2.2. We have decided to change the Thursday meeting time from 8-am – 3:30 from 10:30-6pm

1.2.2. Approval of the agenda

1.2.2.1. JohnF:  Is there any discussion on the agenda?

1.2.2.2. JohnF:  I ask the voting members, are there any objections to approving this new version of the agenda?  

1.2.2.3. JohnF:  I see no objections, so the agenda is approved.

1.3. Comment Resolution Discussion

1.3.1. Ballot Status

1.3.1.1. JohnF:  Stuart has agreed to extend the letter ballot for 10 days due to lack of response (only 61% responses, well less than 75%).  We shall nevertheless continue to work on the comments.  We cannot go for re-circulation because the current ballot has not yet closed.

1.3.1.2. Stuart: I remind those who have already voted that their votes can be changed until the ballot closes.

1.3.1.3. JohnF: Thank you, Stuart.  We will address comments as they come in.   

1.4. Reviews of voting rules and process

1.4.1. Rules and Process

1.4.1.1. JohnF: How many have participated in TGe before, show of hands?  None, so no need to go over rules.  However, for new members, you can ask a voting member to act on your behalf.  You can still participate in discussions.

1.4.1.2. Stuart:  Is everyone aware of the patent policy?

1.4.1.3. JohnF: Is everyone aware?  No exceptions noted.

1.4.1.4. JohnF: Our next meeting is July 14 in Portland, so we can again ask for re-circulation

1.4.1.5. Stuart: …or the advanced process.

1.4.2. Acceptance of Last Minutes

1.4.2.1. Any discussion on last minutes? (11-04-0478-00-000e)

1.4.2.2. Any objection to accepting them?  Seeing no objection, meeting minutes approved.

1.4.3. Papers and Other Business

1.4.3.1. Would anyone like to present papers?

1.4.3.2. Srini says two, Floyd may have two, Mathilde might have 1.

1.4.3.3. JohnF:  None of the papers is ready as of this session?  No exceptions noted.

1.4.3.4. JohnF: Some of you might have heard that CEC is re-evaluating 4 hour rule, however TGe process remains the same.  Be careful to introduce any material with enough time to meet the 4 hour rule. 

1.4.3.5. Mathilde: Does the four hour rule apply to normative text changes?

1.4.3.6. JohnF: Yes, however, if there are no changes to text previously submitted, it obviously meets the requirements of the 4-hour rule.

1.4.3.7. JohnF: Any other questions?  We need all papers by 10:30am Tuesday for presentation.

1.4.3.8. JohnF: We may be slow getting comment resolution started because Srini and I have been slow getting the comments.  We must keep track of pending, resolved, etc.  I ask Srini at this point, what comments have been received so far?

1.4.3.9. Srini: 200-250 comments so far.  Now not sure what split is, probably about 200 technical as a guess.

1.4.3.10. JohnF: When will we be ready for resolution process?

1.4.3.11. Srini: 1:30 should be OK.

1.4.3.12. JohnF:  Since we need to proceed, I would like to “divide and conquer”, as in past sessions.  The most efficient way will be for Srini to help select groups.  Each group leader will work with the group, then report back to Srini in preparation for approvals.  I would like to open this for discussion.  Any discussion?  Any objection to follow the process as described? Seeing no objection, accepted.

1.4.3.13. Floyd: In the past, some comments have been disputed, what then?

1.4.3.14. JohnF:  I will help resolve these in the larger group  Are there any people other than Srini on sponsor ballot?  Three hands noted.  I encourage you to gather comments from all who wish to contribute.  We want successful closure, so please represent all inputs.

1.4.3.15. JohnF: Is there anyone who would like to comment on the Agenda for the balance of the week?  If not, I will ask the members to approve recess until 1:30 pm.

1.4.3.16. Stuart:  [Clarification of voting policy] As soon as 75% reached, ballot will be closed.  If 75% is still not reached the process will be continued up to 40 days.  Encourage voting members to vote to speed closing.

1.4.3.17. Srini:  Comments will be ready after lunch.

1.5. Closing

1.5.1. Recess

1.5.1.1. JohnF:  Please show up at 1:30 pm so we have enough people to work in the comment groups.

1.5.1.2. Any objection to recess?  Hearing none, we are in recess until 1:30pm.

2. Monday 1:30 pm Afternoon Session May 10, 2004

2.1. Opening

2.1.1. Call to order

2.1.1.1. JohnF called the meeting to order at 1:32 pm.

2.2. Comment Resolution  Discussion

2.2.1. Editor’s Comments

2.2.1.1. Srini: Document 546r0 will go on server soon. ~ 300 comments

2.2.1.2. John: We will wait until the document is posted and go from there. [waits]

2.2.1.3. Srini: Have looked at document, four logical categories, so will start with 4 groups: Power Save (11.2 and subclasses), EDCA (9.1 and 9.1.1 and subclauses, HCCA (9.9.2), and Others.  

2.2.1.4. Srini shows document 546r0 on projected screen, makes proposals. 

2.2.1.5. Power: (Floyd), EDCA (open), HCCA (BobM), Others (Srini)

2.2.1.6. JohnF: Going to leave EDCA open for now, even though Srini has volunteered to lead this group as well.  Incremental documents are acceptable.  If group consensus cannot be reached, will raise to larger group.  We will have three groups active.  John points out areas of room where groups will work.  At beginning of next session at 4:00 pm will ask leaders of groups to report on progress and when slot for discussion is expected to be used.  Any questions?  Any objection to proceed?  

2.3. Closing

2.3.1. Recess

2.3.1.1. Hearing none, recessing the group until 4:00 to allow the ad-hoc groups to proceed with resolutions.

2.4. Opening

2.4.1. Reconvene at 4:06 pm

2.4.1.1. Joh

2.4.2. Update on Comment Resolution Progress

2.4.2.1. Floyd: (representing Power Save) 56 total, 8 addressed, accepted 3, declined 2,  3 recommended for action in larger group.

2.4.2.2. BobM: (representing HCCA group) 21 total comments editorial and technical, 13 addressed with resolutions, continuing to work balance

2.4.2.3. Srini: (representing “Other” group) 100+ comments.26 comments total, includes both editorial and technical. 

2.5. Closing

2.5.1. Recess

2.5.1.1. JohnF: Is there any objection to recessing until 7:30 pm session?  Seeing none, we are recessed until 7:30 pm.

2.5.1.2. Recessed at 4:11 pm

3. Monday 7:30 pm Evening Session May 10, 2004

3.1. Opening

3.1.1. Call to Order

3.1.1.1. JohnF: Called meeting to order

3.1.1.2. Meeting reconvened at 7:34 pm.  

3.2. Resolution Progress Discussion

3.2.1.1. JohnF: May I have updates on resolution progress?

3.2.1.2. Srini: The Power Save Group has resolved 46 comments

3.2.1.3. BobM: The HCCA group has resolved all but three of the 21 comments.

3.2.1.4. JohnF: Then I propose that the ad-hoc groups continue with the resolution process.  For those presenting papers, it would be helpful to have them ready for tomorrow morning, and make sure 4 hour rule is preserved.

3.2.1.5. Mathilde: What is the vote return currently?

3.2.1.6. JohnF: About 61% as of this afternoon.

3.2.1.7. Srini: What happens if we can close ballot and resolve comments by Thursday, can we go for new ballot? 

3.2.1.8. JohnF: Yes

3.3. Closing

3.3.1. Recess

3.3.1.1. JohnF: Is there any objection to calling a recess?  Seeing none, the group is recessed until 8:00 tomorrow morning.

3.3.1.2. The group recessed at 8:40 pm  

4. Tuesday 8:00 am Morning Session May 11, 2004

4.1. Opening

4.1.1. Call to Order

4.1.1.1. JohnF: Called meeting to order

4.1.1.2. Meeting reconvened at 8:06 am

4.2. Process

4.2.1.1. JohnF: Are there any papers to present today?

4.2.1.2. Mathilde: Paper available

4.2.1.3. Srini: Still determining if paper will be presented.

4.3. Ad-hoc Group Progress Report

4.3.1.1. Floyd: Power Saving group addressed 11, accepted 4 comments, declined 2, marked 3 controversial (need larger group discussion), 2 others require additional info from commenter.  Working on compromise power-save proposal, so much time spent on this.

4.3.1.2. JohnF: I hope we are not designing anything?

4.3.1.3. Floyd: Not a complete re-design, but should be acceptable to majority and should not produce negative comments.  There were a total of 56 total comments.

4.3.1.4. JohnF: Are the changes being conducted to minimize no votes?

4.3.1.5. Mathilde: The changes should not provoke a bad reaction.

4.3.1.6. JohnF: I ask the group to judge the changes carefully.  Too many radical changes would make the sponsor ballot unrepresentative of new view.  Just a word of caution.  When will  you be ready to produce a document for review, and when will you present to the group?

4.3.1.7. Mathilde: The presentation I will be making in the next session will outline the changes discussed yesterday in the collaboration

4.3.1.8. JohnF:  My question to you is when do you expect to be done?

4.3.1.9. Floyd: I expect to have one document and will give to Srini.

4.3.1.10. Srini: I have been looking at the “other” group. with 46 comments resolved to date.  Have been getting inputs from other ad-hoc groups.  Incorporating into 546r1 (now on server).  Total comments was 74  Total number counting all comments is 320.

4.3.1.11. JohnF: Do you think we should try to approve the 74 at the 1:30 session?

4.3.1.12. Srini: Yes, via 541r1

4.3.1.13. JohnF:  I am asking the members to review this document before 1:30 session.  We will identify any comments of concern and remove these, and approve the balance.  Please forward any exceptions to John or Srini.

4.3.1.14. BobM: The HCCA comments total 22.  21  have been resolved and are listed in 570r0 which was placed on the server, and these have already been incorporated in Srini’s document.

4.3.1.15. JohnF: We will still have to address the remaining comments.  I encourage you to work together as a group to resolve comments as part of the ad-hoc activities.

4.3.1.16. Questions? Comments?  None. At 10:30 we will have Mathilde’s paper.

4.4. Closing

4.4.1. Recess 

4.4.1.1. JohnF: If no objection, we shall recess until 10:30 to allow the ad-hoc groups to continue their work.  Seeing no objections, the meeting is recessed until 10:30 am.

4.5. Opening

4.5.1. Call to Order 

4.5.1.1. JohnF: We call the meeting to order.

4.5.1.2. Meeting resumed at 10:31am

4.6. Process

4.6.1. Discussion

4.6.1.1. JohnF.  I have a request to present a paper from Mathilde.

4.6.1.2. Mathilde: The paper is not yet available, and the co-contributors are still working on it.

4.6.1.3. JohnF: There is no reason to rush.  Give us a final copy.  Anyone else with a paper?  Is Menzo here? No.  We are still hoping to complete the ballot, still 14 voters short as of 9:00am this morning.  Stuart and I are individually urging voters to cast their votes.  At 1:30 we shall attempt to approve resolutions, so try to be here to.  Please review the document.  I will try to pass a a block comments which are not disputed in 546r1.  I will ask the group to approve blocks.

4.7.  Closing 

4.7.1. Recess

4.7.1.1. If there is no objection I shall recess until 1:30pm.  Hearing none, we are recessed.

4.7.1.2. Recess at 10:35 am

5. Tuesday 1:30 pm Afternoon Session May 11, 2004

5.1. Open

5.1.1. Call to Order

5.1.1.1. JohnF:  The meeting will come to order. 

5.1.1.2. Meeting called to order 1:32 pm

5.2. Process

5.2.1.1. JohnF: We would like to hear Mathilde’s paper, then Srini will present the proposed comment resolutions provided by the ad-hoc groups. 

5.3. Presentations

5.3.1.1. Mathilde: doc.:IEEE 802.11-04/584r0 Some Power Save changes in the 802.11e Draft.  Still in draft form, still being worked on.  Incorporate all changes into single framework.  Preserve ability of unscheduled ADSD for all traffic, and to have information and control over the amount of buffered traffic received per service period.

5.3.1.2. Andrew Estrada: This addresses a number of comments?

5.3.1.3. Mathilde: Yes.  No more questions? Thanks.

5.3.1.4. JohnF: This paper does not appear to be on the server.  Please put on the server so that members can read it.

5.4. Comment Resolution

5.4.1.1. JohnF: At this point would like to ask Srini to take the floor.  I shall ask for a motion to pass the resolutions.  If anyone wants to lodge an exception or suggest an alternate resolution, let’s remove these from the list.  What remains will be moved as a block.  Document IEEE 802.11-04/546r1.

5.5. Closing

5.5.1. Recess

5.5.1.1. JohnF:  I am going to take a recess for 15 minutes so that people can review the document.  Is there any objection to recess for 15 min?  Seeing no objection, we are in recess for 15 minutes.

5.5.1.2. Recessed at 2:06 pm

5.6. Opening

5.6.1. Call to Order

5.6.1.1. JohnF: The group is called to order.

5.6.1.2. Group reconvened at 2:21pm

5.7. Process

5.7.1. Discussion

5.7.1.1. JohnF: I would like to ask if anyone would like to discuss any items individually? None observed.  Then we shall proceed with the first resolutions of the week.

5.7.1.2. JohnF: Srini, please present your document.

5.7.1.3. Srini: Here is my motion:

5.7.1.4. “Move to accept the resolutions for the comments for which resolutions have been written in 04/546r1 with the exception of comments Adachi/6. Takagi/3, Myles/44. Kandala/24 and Hansen/8.”

5.7.1.5. Moved by Srini/Mark Bilstad

5.7.1.6. JohnF: We have a formal motion on the floor. Discussion?

5.7.1.7. Otani: Adachi 6 may be 8

5.7.1.8. Srini: He is correct, it should have been 8.

5.7.1.9. JohnF: Do you want to move to amend?

5.7.1.10. Srini: I move to amend my motion to change from Adachi/6 to Adachi/8.

5.7.1.11. JohnF: Mathilde do you want to ask something?

5.7.1.12. Mathilde: No.

5.7.1.13. JohnF: OK, any other amendments? No? None heard. Second?

5.7.1.14. Second for motion to amend by Mathilde

5.7.1.15. JohnF: Hearing no discussion, any objection to pass motion to amend?  None noted. Motion to amend passes.

5.7.1.16. JohnF: Any discussion on main motion? Hearing none, any objection to accepting the main motion?  Hearing no objection the motion passes unanimously.

5.7.1.17. Bob, does the one you mentioned need discussion?

5.7.1.18. BobM: That one (Hansen/8) has been pulled out, recommend discussion later.

5.7.1.19. Andrew Estrada: I do not understand resolution of Moreton 202, line 209.

5.7.1.20. Srini: Let me look at it.  I can explain.  Mike is saying round it down, we are saying round it up.

5.7.1.21. Andrew Estrada: Was the resolution declined? 

5.7.1.22. Srini: It is an alternate solution, but we declined the comment.

5.7.1.23. JohnF: Given the question that I went through, the way to produce the most productive time, I suggest we break into ad-hoc groups again.  Our next meeting is 10:30 on Thursday, suggest groups of people work on solutions and bring to ad-hoc groups for action Thursday.  I prefer to submit documents individually to meet 4 hour rule, then pass through ad-hoc group.  Then if I have approval of ad-hoc, then the overall task group will give it a last shot for approval.  I encourage individuals and groups to work tomorrow.  We do not have 75% to close the letter ballot, but we can still make good use of the time.  We can still work productively.

5.7.1.24. Andrew Estrada: What happens if we do not get required returns?

5.7.1.25. JohnF: We will extend until we do.  We don’t have an assessment of what we might have to deal with at this time.

5.8. Closing

5.8.1. Recess

5.8.1.1. JohnF: Are there any objections to recess until Thursday May 15th at 10:30am? Seeing none, we are recessed until Thursday

5.8.1.2. Meeting recessed at 2:40 pm

5.8.1.3. Minutes concluded until Thursday meeting.

6. 10:30 am Thursday Morning Session May 13, 2004

6.1. Opening

6.1.1. Call to Order

6.1.1.1. JohnF:  The meeting is called to order

6.1.1.2. Meeting is reconvened at 10:39am

6.2. Process

6.2.1. Meeting Schedule

6.2.1.1. JohnF: It has come to my attention that the printed schedules may incorrectly show the meeting time of TGe for Thursday.  It is my opinion that we should move on with the officially-adopted agenda.  If you know anyone who needs to be here who is not, notify them so that they can attend. 

6.2.1.2. JohnF: I wish to continue with this session beginning at 10:30 if there is no objection.  Seeing none, I shall continue with the session.

6.2.2. Comment Resolution Status

6.2.2.1. JohnF: We have been adhering to a policy of ad-hoc group addressing of ballot comments to recommend resolutions.  Srini, have we received any inputs?

6.2.2.2. Srini: There was some ad-hoc activity on Tuesday evening, as well as Wednesday.  On Wednesday Matthew Fisher and Menzo Wentink worked to complete some issues.  All resolutions are in 546r2.

6.2.2.3. JohnF: Is Menzo here?  No  How many comments remain?

6.2.2.4. Srini: About 50 remain, many in power saving ad-hoc group.

6.2.2.5. JohnF:  Why so many?

6.2.2.6. Srini: Power saving group has potential solutions, but has not written them up yet.

6.2.2.7. Stuart:  [Interrupts meeting] We are looking for the ballot representative for SONY.  Is he in the room?  No.  If anyone knows where he may be found, please contact either myself or John.  Also be advised that the ballot extension closes on May 20th. 

6.2.2.8. Mark Bilstad: I which to announce that document 11-04-0623-00-000e contains suggested resolutions based on 11-04-0620-00-000e.

6.2.2.9. Mathilde: These are pretty solid, everyone should read them, some changes might still be needed.

6.2.2.10. JohnF: I prefer not to make any changes to 11-04-0620-00-000e
6.2.2.11. Mark: 623r0 contains comments group has not seen these yet.  In resolving these we tried to be as conservative as possible.

6.2.2.12. Mathilde can we remove comments without waiting four hours?

6.2.2.13. JohnF:  Yes, changes are subject to the four hour rule.  If the paper addresses say 50 comments, then we can edit the comments.  If these comments are outside the scope of the paper, the changes are subject to four hour rule.  By the end of the day I shall seek approval of these.

6.2.2.14. Srini:  Since the “i” draft is issuing, we will  have to make sure that TGe is compliant with “i”.  Another document is on multi-cast 11-04-0625-00-000e, 

6.2.2.15. 11-04-0569-00-000e is normative text, both meet four hour rule.  I hope to present these.

6.2.2.16. JohnF: Given where we are, I suggest moving forward as follows:  So far all of the work [since Tuesday]  was done unofficially.  I would like to recess for the ad-hoc groups to formally endorse the comment resolutions addressed Wednesday.  I want the power save group to draft resolutions on those comments they agree on.  I ask Srini to look at “miscellaneous” comments joining others to resolve any remaining comments.  After lunch, for everything that has met 4 hour rule, I would like to begin approving things and see how far we can take it by 6:00 tonight.  Is this plan understood?  Any suggestions to operate a different way?  Hearing none, we shall proceed this way.

6.2.2.17. Srini: 11-04-0627-00-000e  contains all the current resolutions that will be offered for group approval.

6.2.2.18. JohnF: Floyd, you were out of the room (recaps power save comment resolution need).  After lunch we shall act on everything that meets 4 hour rule.  By 3:30 we should be able to handle most items.  We may run as late as 5:30

6.2.2.19. We shall recess into ad-hoc groups now.  Any objections? Any questions?

6.2.2.20. Mathilde: What is the latest time a motion can be made?

6.2.2.21. JohnF: We have fixed agenda items, and must complete them before the end of the session at 6:00.  I can take motions as late as 5:30 for changes on the draft.  We must officially approve the draft changes before we adjourn.  

6.2.2.22. Mathilde: 11-04-0623-00-000e  contains a list of comments that some believe can be addressed by normative text changes  Please review this text.  If you feel your comments are addressed, please send e-mail to me.  If you feel your comment is not addressed please also send me e-mail. (says e-mail address)

6.3. Closing

6.3.1. Recess

6.3.1.1. JohnF: Anything else before recess? No. Then I shall ask does anyone object to a recess until after lunch?  Hearing none, we are recessed.

6.3.1.2. Recess at 11:01am.

7. Thursday 1:30pm Afternoon Session May 14, 2004

7.1. Opening

7.1.1. Call to Order

7.1.1.1. JohnF:  The meeting is called to order

7.1.1.2. Meeting is reconvened at 1:35 pm

7.2. Process

7.2.1. Comment Resolution

7.2.1.1. JohnF: We want to perform comment resolution, subject to 4 hour rule.  Srini, could you take the floor?

7.2.1.2. Srini: I have one exclusion and one change, and 1 paper to present (about 5 minutes).  I will make a motion based on this paper. 

7.2.1.3. JohnF: Go ahead with the paper.

7.2.1.4. Srini: Document 11-04-0625-00-000e Using QoSLocalMulticast at the QAP.  On the server since Monday.  Discusses addition of multicast capability APs.  This contribution addresses two ballot comments.  Normative text has been provided. 11-04-0569-00-000e  shows the proposed changes to the draft.

7.2.1.5. BobM: Is the bandwidth used visible to scheduler, and is the access approved by the admittance function?

7.2.1.6. Srini: Yes.

7.2.1.7. Srini: Motion:

7.2.1.8. “Move to incorporate changes in 04/569r0 into the next version of the TGe draft”

7.2.1.9. Moved by Srini, Seconded by John Kowalski

7.2.1.10. JohnF: Is there any objection to accepting this motion? Yes.  One objection.

7.2.1.11. JohnF: I call for a vote. Voting tokens, please

7.2.1.12. The motion passes for 5,  against 1, abstain 8

7.2.1.13. Tom Seip: Did this motion cover any comments?

7.2.1.14. Srini: Yes  I would like to outline several new comments shown in 546r2.

7.2.1.15. JohnF:  Has this been available for the 4 hour period?

7.2.1.16. Srini: Yes, but may be deserving of review.  I could bring back later…

7.2.1.17. JohnF: No, I will suggest a short recess to allow review..

7.2.1.18. Mathilde:  I have put r1 of 04/0620 containing text changes on proposal for power save on the server.  I will ask for a motion on this material later.

7.2.1.19. JohnF: Please review the material slated for voting.  Are their any comments or questions?

7.2.1.20. Andrew Estrada: Some cells are marked with olive green on just some cells, so what is the meaning?

7.2.1.21. Srini: Please ignore these notations.

7.3. Closing

7.3.1. Recess

7.3.1.1. JohnF: Is there any objection to recess?  Hearing none, we are recessed until 2:10 pm

7.3.1.2. Recessed at 2:00pm

7.4. Opening

7.4.1. Call to Order

7.4.1.1. JohnF:I call the meeting to order

7.4.1.2. Reconvene at 2:11pm

7.5. Process

7.5.1. Comment Resolution

7.5.1.1. JohnF:  I would like the group to look at 546r2, which has met the 4 hour rule and represents the ad-hoc’s work. Would anyone like to pull aside any comments for case by case treatment?

7.5.1.2. TomSeip: You have already accepted several resolutions that I have submitted, and I would like to address reconsideration.  When can I do that? 

7.5.1.3. JohnF: The only ones under consideration now are colored in green.  Srini, please state the motion to indicate that.

7.5.1.4. Srini: Comments previously accepted are in white.

7.5.1.5. JohnF: Would anyone like to have a comment pulled aside for individual action?

7.5.1.6. Tom: Back to my previous question.  I didn’t get an answer… So mine would be out of order at this time?

7.5.1.7. JohnF: Yes.

7.5.1.8. Srini:  I wish to move:

7.5.1.9. “Move to accept the resolutions for the comments for which resolutions have been written in 04/546r2  and highlighted in green with the exception of comments 1, 23, and 141.

7.5.1.10. Moved by Srini

7.5.1.11. JohnF: Are there any suggested changes?. No. May I have a second? Second by Mathilde. I have a formal motion on the floor.  Any discussion?

7.5.1.12. MarkB: Are these comments viewed as controversial?

7.5.1.13. Srini: These were approved by the ad hoc group.

7.5.1.14. JohnF:I would like to call the question.  Can we accept the motion as shown?

7.5.1.15. Objection

7.5.1.16. Very well, we will take a formal vote. Voting tokens please.

7.5.1.17. JohnF: The motion passes unanimously, 5 for, 0 against, 3 abstain 

7.5.1.18. JohnF: How many resolutions remain? Are there any other resolutions to be voted on now?  If not give us an indication of when we will be ready to vote on remaining ones.

7.5.1.19. Floyd: Our group’s were uploaded at 1:00pm, so not till 5:00

7.5.1.20. JohnF: Is this the only set of resolutions your group has?

7.5.1.21. Floyd: Yes

7.5.1.22. JohnF: Does anyone else want to forward a resolution?

7.5.1.23. Tom Seip: When would it be an appropriate time for reconsideration?

7.5.1.24. Mathilde  Before the motion is made I would like to present just before the close.

7.5.1.25. JohnF: Just to be careful time-wise, how long to present the paper?

7.5.1.26. Mathilde: No more than 10 minutes.

7.5.1.27. JohnF: I am scheduling resolution motions for about 5:00; I will schedule your paper about 3:30.  I would like to entertain any reconsiderations.  Reconsideration takes 2/3 to approve and mover must be one of those who originally passed the resolution.  However since unanimous, anyone can petition for reconsideration.

7.5.1.28. JohnK: However person had to be present?

7.5.1.29. Srini: Didn’t have to be present?

7.5.1.30. JohnF: Whoever asks for reconsideration must bring new information for reconsideration, so individual must have information that was not available at time of voting.  I would ask someone to move on your behalf.  Tom you have the floor.

7.5.1.31. Tom Seip: I have concerns about two of my comment resolutions.  Most of my comments were resolved well.  These two were denied in a way that was not in my view appropriate:  Seip/7, and Seip/11  Specifics had to do with removal of a number which had been in a table, but was replaced by “n”. I  provided a candidate number, and I was in on original table insertion into 802.11.  Max MSDU in a convenient place is necessary.  My calculations were said to be wrong, however some number should be provided. The 2nd one: Siep/11:  Requested clarification on response to 11, but dissatisfied, what I was told is not shown in text of response.  Should add additional text to be responsive.  

7.5.1.32. JohnF: I am in favor of allowing motions to reconsider so as to convince voters that the process works.  Tom has generously given his time and presence  Is there any objection to reconsider? No.  There is a motion to reconsider, may I have a second? Mathilde.  I am not sure if this is debatable.

7.5.1.33.  Srini: The motion is  non-debatable.

7.5.1.34. JohnF: The motion has been moved and seconded.  Any objections? None.  We will therefore reconsider the comments.  Tom, can you offer alternative resolutions?

7.5.1.35. Tom: Yes, I will provide them as fast as possible.

7.5.1.36. JohnF: We will try to reach a compromise that will satisfy you and the group

7.5.1.37. Tom: Thank you.

7.5.1.38. JohnF: Is there anything else?

7.5.1.39. Srini: Would like to bring some comments to the floor.

7.5.1.40. JohnF: I would like to have specific resolutions, not something that needs debate.  I would like to start editing toward an acceptable solution.  It’s appropriate based on our agenda to do that.  Which comments?

7.5.1.41. Srini: Comment 185.  Srini recommends accept comment.

7.5.1.42. JohnF: May I have informal discussion?

7.5.1.43. Mark: I was the person who worked on this first, but now understand the complexity, and believe TGf may be more appropriate to consider.

7.5.1.44. JohnF: Any other discussion, based on what Srini has proposed? No.

7.5.1.45. Does anyone object to following the informal discussion? No.

7.5.1.46. Srini: I wish to move: 

7.5.1.47. “Move to accept the comment 186”

7.5.1.48. Moved Srini/Thomas

7.5.1.49. JohnF: Is there any objection to accept the resolution?  Hearing none, the motion passes.  

7.5.1.50. Srini: Other comments touch the subject, and will be coupled to this acceptance.

7.5.1.51. JohnF: Does anyone want to bring a resolution to the floor, or anything not yet disclosed to me that will be ready?

7.5.1.52. Mark: Is he going to use this resolution to provide a basis for others? Yes.

7.5.1.53. JohnF: I will ask for another recess.  I ask Tom to develop a resolution.  I will start with Mathilde, then after 5:00 some time we will consider the resolutions given in Floyd’s paper.  First during recess, examine the documents and pull out any items that you would like to take out of the resolutions.

7.5.1.54. Floyd: The document is available as 623r1

7.5.1.55. JohnF: If there are any individual concerns, pull them aside

7.5.1.56. Mathilde: All the motions will be made on doc 620r1 posted at 1:00. so motions will be coupled to this time.

7.6. Closing

7.6.1. Recess

7.6.1.1. JohnF: Any questions?  I would like to recess until the next session at 3:30 pm. Are there any objections?  No. Hearing no objections, we are in recess until 3:30 pm.

7.6.1.2. Recess at 2:43 pm

8. Thursday 4:00 pm Afternoon Session May 14, 2004

8.1. Opening

8.1.1. Call to Order

8.1.1.1. JohnF:I call the meeting to order

8.1.1.2. Reconvene at 4:03 pm

8.2. Process

8.2.1. Schedule Review

8.2.1.1. JohnF:  We will consider Tom Seip’s two resolutions, and then have Mathilde’s paper.  

8.2.2. Process

8.2.2.1. JohnF: Since Tom and Srini are going to work on the resolutions by e-mail, we should have a motion to postpone, to allow the process to complete.  Srini, can you so move?

8.2.2.2. Andrew Estrada:  I too have a motion to reconsider (the one passed just before recess, upon which I abstained).

8.2.2.3. JohnF: Noted, we will take them in turn.

8.2.2.4. Srini: I wish to move:

8.2.2.5. “Move to postpone the resolution to comments 281 and 285 to the next meeting”

8.2.2.6. Moved by Srini.

8.2.2.7. JohnF: I suggest that we instead say just “table” What has to happen is that somebody will have to take it from the table.  We cannot go for another recirculation ballot unless this is addressed, so it is inherently “tracked”.  The process is incomplete.  The motion to reconsider is incomplete, so we have to table.

8.2.2.8. Moved by Srini.  Floyd seconds. 

8.2.2.9. “Move to table the resolution to comments 281 and 285”

8.2.2.10. Do I hear any objections to passing this motion?  Hearing none, the motion passes unanimously.

8.2.2.11. The procedure we will do is to allow an explanation of why we would want to reconsider any others.  I will ask that someone so move who was here at the time of the vote.  A vote of 2/3 will be required.

8.2.2.12. Andrew: I would like to reconsider number 8. The commenter asked that the second case be implemented.  The comment was declined as a purpose existed for setting TXOP=0.  However there is an ambiguity for 2nd case.  The rules say a “nominal” size MDPU.  Without descriptor the two cases say the same thing.

8.2.2.13. JohnF: Therefore we will entertain the motion to consider comment #8

8.2.2.14. Andrew: I wish to move:

8.2.2.15. “Motion to reconsider comment #8”

8.2.2.16. Seconded by Srini

8.2.2.17. JohnF: The motion is not debatable.  I ask is there any objection to accepting the motion?  Hearing none, the motion passes unanimously.  We now consider the comment in the main motion, entertaining an alternate resolution.

8.2.2.18. Srini: (recommends inserting the words “nominal sized” MDPU).

8.2.2.19. Mathilde: What is nominal sized?

8.2.2.20. Andrew: (changed with Srini help to “transmission of one MPDU ‘of MPDU nominal size’”

8.2.2.21. Andrew: I wish to move:

8.2.2.22. “Move to accept the alternate resolution as shown below:

7.1.4 Duration/ID field in Data and Management frames

· Within all data type frames containing QoS CF-Poll, the Duration/ID value is set to

· one SIFS duration plus the TXOP Limit if the TXOP Limit is non-zero

· time required for the transmission of one MPDU of nominal MSDU size and the associated ACK frame plus two SIFS”

8.2.2.23. Moved by John, seconded by Srini

8.2.2.24. JohnF:  I ask, is there any objection to passing this motion.?  Seeing none, the motion is passed unanimously.  I would now like to attempt to pass as a block other resolutions which Srini may have prepared.

8.2.2.25. Srini: I wish to make a motion based on04/627r0.

8.2.2.26. Steve: I would like to mark some exceptions.

8.2.2.27. JohnF:  Although this will produce some changes in the document, I rule that the changes are editorial, suspending the 4 hour rule.  Please note the motion as referring to 04/627r1 and upload to server.

8.2.2.28. Srini: I wish to move:

8.2.2.29. “Move to accept the resolutions as written in 04/627r1 for the comments for which resolutions have been written in 04/627r1 with the exception of comments 270, 271, and 274.”

8.2.2.30. JohnF: (Time 4:30pm) At 4:30 we are under special orders for ballot business. I rule that it is within the spirit of the items we are already working on, so I suggest we keep working.  Before I do so, I would like to hear any objections.  Hearing none, we shall continue until 6:00 pm

8.2.2.31. The motion moved previously by Srini, is seconded by JohnK.

8.2.2.32. JohnF:  Is there any discussion on the motion?. Hearing none, I call the question. Is there any objection to accepting the motion as shown?  Hearing none, the motion passes unanimously.  Mathilde you have 10 minutes. 

8.2.2.33. Mathilde: I wish to present “Some Power-save changes in 802.11e Draft”, shown as 04/584r0. (Actually document is r1, a typo)   I  would like to go over the proposal to simplify the existing method for power save in the draft. [Provides Presentation].  We made a few changes last night, and 04/584r1 has been on the server since 1:00 pm

8.2.2.34. JohnK: I have some concerns.  Shows a ballot comment submitted under clause 11 power management.  I have concerns it may break WSM, and schedule may be inadmissible in the first place.

8.2.2.35. Mathilde: It is easy for an AP to provide an APSD schedule.

8.2.2.36. Thomas Kneuhel: I like that APSD is taken care of, but I am concerned about “side effects”.  This is a late change, which might be achieved by waiting to the next meeting to allow closer examination.

8.2.2.37. Mathilde: What is the difficulty?  A lot of companies worked on this.  If you have specific questions, I’d like to understand them

8.2.2.38. Thomas: One thing I don’t understand is the effect it will have on the counter values that are now transmitted uplink and downlink.  It seems at this point that it could have unexpected effects.

8.2.2.39. Steve: Since we are getting close to the end, we must be sure.  It would be good to take some time to make sure things work.

8.2.2.40. JohnF: Mathilde, make your closing statement.  We closed about 50 comments with this? Floyd, How many have you closed?

8.2.2.41. Floyd: 39 closed

8.2.2.42. JohnF:  Mathilde make your closing statement.

8.2.2.43. Mathilde: For those of you who have implemented 8.0 you don’t have to do much more other than in a field that is set to zero, you put a non-zero value: the only additional complexity.

8.2.2.44. Floyd: 620r1 and 623r1 are on the server.  This addresses 39 comments, so people should take some time to read it to see if they agree with comments.

8.2.2.45. Mathilde: 620r0 has been on server for an even longer time, so r1 builds on r0.

8.2.2.46. Floyd:: I can do r0 now, and r1 later. But r0 does not reference 623r1.

8.2.2.47. JohnF:  Everything has been on server for 4 hours?

8.2.2.48. Floyd: No.

8.2.2.49. Mathilde: The reference is only normative text changes, not the resolutions.

8.2.2.50. Floyd: 623r1 is a word document

8.2.2.51. JohnF: …So everything in 620r1 is traceable to 620r0. I rule that everything here is OK with respect to the four hour rule.   I will give full benefit to the membership to review.  I will recess to allow members to examine the information.  That will give us a half hour to go from there, to see how we can proceed with resolutions. I have a suggestion not to take this time. Does someone want to move to recess?

8.2.2.52. Moved by Srini, Floyd seconded.

8.2.2.53. JohnF: I don’t think this is debatable.  No discussion.  Do I hear any objections to recess?  Yes.  OK, so voters please use your tokens to vote for the motion to recess for 20 minutes.  The motion passes 8 for, 2 against, 3 abstain.

8.2.2.54. JohnF: Therefore we are recessed for 20 minutes.  I would like you  to review the document just put on the server to see which you want to accept and which you want to pull out.

8.3. Closing 

8.3.1. Recess

8.3.1.1. JohnF: We are in recess for 20 minutes.

8.3.1.2. Recess at 5:15 pm

8.4. Opening

8.4.1. Call to Order

8.4.1.1. JohnF:I call the meeting to order

8.4.1.2. Reconvene at 5:35 pm

8.4.2. Comment Resolution

8.4.2.1. JohnF:  I show you the draft motion (on-screen).  Mathilde, this motion is perfectly in order, but I suggest you provide a document with the individual resolutions.  If you don’t do this, all 39 resolutions may be lost if the motion fails.  I shall not be able to entertain any further motions.  I suggest you consult with Floyd on this.

8.4.2.2. Floyd: I would like to change the motion.

8.4.2.3. JohnF: (note bene) For attendance mark WNG as “e” is not available.

8.4.2.4. Floyd: I wish to move:

8.4.2.5. “Move to accept the resolution as written in 04623r1 for the comments for which resolutions have been written in 04/623r1 with the exception of comments x, y, and z…

8.4.2.6. Steve: which exclusions?

8.4.2.7. JohnK: I would like to exclude Benveniste/4, Benveniste/5, Beneveniste/6 and Benveniste/7,

8.4.2.8. Mathilde:  I feel these should be included.

8.4.2.9. JohnF:  If every commenter was allowed to keep their own comments in, then the process would not work.

8.4.2.10. Mathilde: I take exception to removing my comments.

8.4.2.11. JohnF: Is there any objection to the motion shown on the screen?  One objection noted.  I will ask for a vote.  Is the motion on the floor in order as stated?

8.4.2.12. JohnK: Point of order

8.4.2.13. Mathilde:  The comments excluded are my comments. I am one of the several people who drafted the resolutions.

8.4.2.14. JohnK  I would state that if this text is adopted with resolution of these comments it would change my vote, so I think it is valid to exclude them.  We could bring to the floor and discuss all over again.

8.4.2.15. JohnF: I have the right to rule whether the motion is out of order.  We’ve heard John’s counter-argument.  As far as he is concerned the motion is not out of order.  I would like to see a vote.  Voters with tokens please.  The vote passes  15  for, 2 against, 4 abstain, therefore the motion is in order.

8.4.2.16. Srini: point of order, we have more exclusions.

8.4.2.17. JohnF:  Sorry, you may continue.

8.4.2.18. Srini: I would like to exclude Benveniste/8,9,10, Amann/7,11, Barr/4,7,8,9, Ecklund/2,3,4,5,6,7,8… 

8.4.2.19. JohnF: It is not reasonable to exclude the whole document. Do you intend to exclude the whole document?

8.4.2.20. Srini: Yes.

8.4.2.21. John: You have the right to continue because the motion is in order.

8.4.2.22. Floyd adds exception numbers to the motion.

8.4.2.23. “Move to accept the resolution as written in 04623r1 for the comments for which resolutions have been written in 04/623r1 with the exception of comments Benveniste 4,5,6,7,8,9,10, Amann/7,11, Barr/4. Kandala/22”

8.4.2.24. Srini: But all resolutions reference the same document.

8.4.2.25. JohnF: There are only three minutes to go.

8.4.2.26. Steve: If resolutions conflict with one another how is this handled?

8.4.2.27. JohnF: It shouldn’t---we have to make sure this doesn’t happen.

8.4.2.28. Mathilde: I want to call the question.  Tom seconds.

8.4.2.29. JohnF: Any objections to calling the question? Two objections noted.  Therefore we shall vote.  Members, please use your voting tokens.  2/3 vote is required.  Motion fails 7 favor, 7 against, 3 abstaining.

8.4.2.30. Orders of the day.

8.4.2.31. JohnF:We have reached our agenda time. We shall continue the motion in the next  session.

8.5. Closing 

8.5.1. Adjourn

8.5.1.1. JohnF: Is there any objection to adjourn? None heard.  Therefore we are adjourned

8.5.1.2. Adjourn 6:01 pm
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