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Clause 11A.11.3.1, page 91, line 57
Change:  - Status Code non-zero (one of the values from 7.3.1.9) indicates that the resources could not be accepted. The RDIE may be followed by a suggested Resource Descriptor that could have been accepted.
Clause 11A.11.3.2, page 93, line 2
Change: As shown in Figure 11A-27, the Resource Descriptors are examined by the AP in the order presented, and the first that could have been allocated is accepted.
Clause 11A.11.3.2, page 93, line 22
Change: - Status Code non-zero indicates that the resources could not be accepted . The Status code contains a value from 7.3.1.9 indicating the reason for the failure. In this case the AP may include a single Resource Descriptor following the RDIE indicating a suggested resource that could have been accepted. The Resource Count field shall be set to '0' or '1' depending whether the suggested Resource Descriptor is attached.
Clause 11.4.4a, page 47, line 15
Change: 
11.4.4a TS setup by resource request during a fast BSS transition 
A non-AP QoS STA may transmit a TSPEC as part of a RIC-Request in a resource request message. The SME in the HC decides whether to accept the TSPEC as specified, or refuse the TSPEC, or not accept but suggest an alternative TSPEC, and generates a RIC-Response, according to the procedures given in 11A.11. 
Each TS established by this resource request are placed in the Accepted state. This state is an intermediate state between Inactive and Active. In the Accepted state the inactivity and suspension timers shall not be started for the TS. For an HCCA based TS, the HC shall not generate CF-Poll for the TS. 
Whether the SME  takes the resource/timing requirements of the TS in the Accepted state into consideration before assigning any further resources to any other admitted or accepted TS, and in calculating the Available Admission Capacity for the BSS Load information element, is outside the scope of this standard 
The TS is moved to the Active state once the STA performs a reassociation to the AP (see 11A.11.3). Once the TS becomes Active, the inactivity and suspension timers are started. 
If the Reassociation Timer times out and the TS is not yet in the Active state, the TS goes back to the Inactive state.
Clause 11A.11.3.2, page 93, line 32
Change: If the resource request included QoS resources and is successful, then the procedures for handling of TSPEC, TCLAS and TCLAS Processing elements shall be as specified in 11.4, and the AP shall place the Traffic Streams into the "Accepted" state. The response RIC shall contain the updated accepted TSPEC. Each RDIE may also include a Schedule information element (as defined in 7.3.2.34) after the accepted TSPEC. Upon reassociation, AP shall move all of the Traffic Streams from the "Accepted" state into the "Active" state.
Clause 11A.7.1, page 68, line 31
Change: If the non-AP STA is performing a reassociation exchange as part of the FT resource request protocol, then the non-AP STA shall not include the RIC-Request in the Reassociation Request frame, and the AP shall not include the RICResponse in the Reassociation Response frame.  The AP shall reject the Reassociation with status code 33 (“Association denied because QoS AP has insufficient bandwidth to handle another QoS STA”) if the AP is unable to honor the resources that have been placed in the Accepted state for that non-AP STA.



Abstract


This submission proposes a resolution to multiple comments from D7.0 Sponsor Ballot that asks for the removal of the Fast BSS Resource Request protocol from TGr.  
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