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1 Meeting Called to Order at 9:43am October 19th 2004

2 Motion to Adopt an Agenda

Adoption of agenda

Discuss comments arising from second sponsor ballot of P802.11e Draft 10.0 and adoption of resolutions thereof

Motion to send revised draft to further sponsor ballot recirculation

Adjourn

Moved Kandala, Second Simpson. Adopted unanimously.

3 Discuss comments arising from second sponsor ballot of P802.11e Draft 10.0 and adoption of resolutions thereof

3.1 Adachi/1

Editorial. Proposed resolution to accept adopted unanimously

3.2 Adachi/2

Technical. Proposed to decline comment – group feels that the comment is based on a misunderstanding of the text. Proposed resolution adopted unanimously.
3.3 Adachi/3
Technical. Confusion over use of QoS CF-Ack. This is the result of an oversight – QoS CF-Ack (no data) was supposed to have been removed. Proposed resolution to clean up text by removing all references to QoS CF-Ack (no data). Proposed resolution adopted unanimously.

3.4 Barr/1

Clarification of text. Comment accepted. Proposed resolution adopted unanimously.

3.5 Barr/2

Proposed to decline comment. Proposed resolution adopted unanimously.

3.6 Barr/3

Propose to decline comment. Proposed resolution adopted unanimously.

3.7 Barr/4

Missing sentence, propose to accept comment. Proposed resolution adopted unanimously.

3.8 Barr/5

Editorial. Propose to decline comment. Proposed resolution adopted unanimously.

3.9 Barr/6

Editorial. Propose to accept. Proposed resolution adopted unanimously.

3.10 Barr/7
Editorial. Propose to accept. Proposed resolution adopted unanimously.

3.11 Barr/8

Editorial. Propose to accept. Proposed resolution adopted unanimously.

3.12 Barr/9

Propose to accept comment. Already resolved by resolutions to Adachi/3 and Barr/8. Proposed resolution adopted unanimously.

3.13 Barr/10

Proposed alternate resolution already adopted in resolutions to Adachi/3 and Barr/8. Proposed as counter. Proposed resolution adopted unanimously.

3.14 Barr/11

Editorial. Inconsistent notation. Alternate resolution for notation. Proposed resolution adopted unanimously.

3.15 Recess at 10:30am

3.16 Reconvene at 10:45am

3.17 Benveniste/1

Proposed to reject based on prior discussions of inadequate supporting data and excessive complexity. Proposed resolution adopted unanimously.

3.18 Benveniste/2

Proposed to accept comment. Proposed resolution adopted unanimously.

3.19 Fuller/1

Editorial. Proposed to accept. Proposed resolution adopted unanimously.

3.20 Fuller/2 & Moreton/42

Fuller/2 is editorial. Proposed counter to resolve Fuller/2 by resolution to Moreton/42. Sentence rewritten to simplify and remove unnecessary references to toDS/fromDS subfields. Proposed resolution adopted unanimously.

3.21 BJose/1

Declined. As the group understands the comment, the requested functionality is already provided by the draft. Proposed resolution adopted unanimously.

3.22 BJose/8

Proposed resolution to accept the request to indicate that the group believes the requested functionality to be in scope for TGk. Proposed resolution adopted unanimously.

3.23 Moreton/40

Propose to accept comment. Proposed resolution adopted unanimously.

3.24 Moreton/41

Proposed counter to deprecate use of PCF only at QAPs. Proposed resolution adopted unanimously.

3.25 Moreton/43

Propose to accept comment, in that the requested change has already been made. Proposed resolution adopted unanimously.

3.26 Moreton/44

Proposed counter: alternative text proposed with substantially the same meaning as requested by commenter, in resolution of comment Stephens/1. Proposed resolution adopted unanimously.

3.27 Moreton/45

Comment declined. The term used is well known in this context. Proposed resolution adopted unanimously.

3.28 Moreton/46

Proposed counter with only editorial difference from requested resolution, also resolves Myles/6. Proposed resolution adopted unanimously.

3.29 Moreton/47

Propose accepting comment. Proposed resolution adopted unanimously.

3.30 Moreton/48

Propose to accept comment – replace “destination” with “receiver”. Proposed resolution adopted unanimously.

3.31 Myles/1

No action requested by comment. Propose to accept comment by making requested changes (no changes requested). Proposed resolution adopted unanimously.

3.32 Myles/2

Propose to accept comment. Proposed resolution adopted unanimously.

3.33 Myles/3

Propose to accept comment. Proposed resolution adopted unanimously.

3.34 Myles/4

Proposed to accept comment. Proposed resolution adopted unanimously.

3.35 Myles/5

Proposed to accept comment. Proposed resolution adopted unanimously.

3.36 Myles/6

Proposed to accept comment, already resolved by resolutions to Moreton/46 and Moreton/47. Proposed resolution adopted unanimously.

3.37 Myles/7

Proposed to accept comment. Proposed resolution adopted unanimously.

3.38 Myles/8

Proposed to accept comment. Proposed resolution adopted unanimously.

3.39 Myles/9

Proposed counter: “service period” will be defined such that there is only one service period state per non-AP QSTA, such that an AP is never required to track multiple concurrent service periods for a single non-AP QSTA. Proposed resolution adopted unanimously.

3.40 Myles/10

Clarification to commenter proposed. Comment does not request changes to text. Proposed resolution adopted unanimously.

3.41 Myles/11

Comment withdrawn.

3.42 Palm/1

Proposed to decline comment. Language in draft is consistent and avoids conflicts with base standard. Proposed resolution adopted unanimously.

3.43 Palm/2
Proposed to accept comment. Proposed resolution adopted unanimously.

3.44 Palm/3

Proposed counter – add requested text with a clarification that such classification is outside the scope of this standard. Proposed resolution adopted unanimously.

3.45 Palm/4

Proposed to accept comment option 2). Clarification contained in resolution to comment Myles/9. Proposed resolution adopted unanimously.

3.46 Palm/5

Proposed to accept comment. Editor will provide requested clarification. Proposed resolution adopted unanimously.

3.47 Palm/6

Proposed to decline this comment. No rationale has been provided for the suggested change. Proposed resolution adopted unanimously.

3.48 Palm/7

Proposed to accept comment. Resolution already provided in resolution to comment Palm/2. Proposed resolution adopted unanimously.

3.49 Palm/8

Proposed to accept comment. Proposed resolution adopted unanimously.

3.50 Palm/9

Proposed to accept comment. Proposed resolution adopted unanimously.

3.51 Stephens/1

Proposed to accept comment. Proposed resolution adopted unanimously.

3.52 Stephens/2

Proposed counter in resolution to Myles/6. Proposed resolution adopted unanimously.

3.53 Stephens/3

Proposed to accept comment. Proposed resolution adopted unanimously.

3.54 Stephens/4

Proposed to accept comment. Proposed resolution adopted unanimously.

3.55 Stephens/5

Proposed to accept comment. Proposed resolution adopted unanimously.

3.56 Stephens/6

Proposed to accept comment. Proposed resolution adopted unanimously.

3.57 Takagi/7

Proposed to accept comment. Proposed resolution adopted unanimously.

3.58 Aboul/8

After discussion with commenter, the comment can be resolved by deleting related confusing text in a footnote. Proposed to accept this change. Proposed resolution adopted unanimously.

3.59 Aboul/9

After discussion with commenter, the comment can be resolved by changing the name of a defined term, but not its definition. Proposed to accept this change. Proposed resolution adopted unanimously.

4 Motion to instruct editor to create a new revision of the draft

Moved Simpson, Seconded Gohda

Motion passed unanimously.
5 Motion to send revised draft to further sponsor ballot recirculation
Moved Simpson, Seconded Kandala

Motion passed unanimously.
6 Adjourn

Moved Kandala, seconded Simpson.

Motion passed unanimously.
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