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Announced Telcons for TGmb: Wed at 16:00 ET – Dec 10 and Jan 7 for QoS/PS-Mode:
Teleconference information:  

Date:  Wed, Dec 10, 2008

Time:  1600 ET

Telcon Announcement info: QOS/PS-Mode
Tentative Agenda:

1. Attendance 
2. IPR and other relevant IEEE policies (see pointers below) 
3. Agenda for this call 
4. Comment categorization and action items (CIDs 4, 6, 7, 8, 48, 49, 50, 51, 59, 60, 80, 93, 94; 61, 62, 101) 
5. Adjourn 
Telcon Announcement info:
Since we’ve been through all the comments once in Dallas, I am assuming there are no “easy” ones to just knock off.  So, I suggest that we try to go through all the comments in the QoS and PS-Mode groups, and decide for each if the group generally feels:

a)       Generally accept the Comment, but the Proposed Change needs additional study or details

b)       Generally accept the Comment’s concern, but feel an alternate Proposed Change is needed

c)       Generally do not accept the Comment’s concern, and need someone to detail the Resolution response

And, then we assign a volunteer to provide a Resolution proposal for each comment, for consideration at or before our January 7 teleconference.

Please come ready with opinions about which direction to take on each of our comments, and be ready to volunteer for at least one Resolution action.

Approved Agenda:

1. Attendance: Mark Hamilton, Mike Montemurro, Jon Rosdahl, Mark Rison, Bill Marshall, Jouni Malinen, Youko Omori,
2. IPR and other relevant IEEE policies (see pointers below) reviewed – no questions – no requests.
This is a reminder that the teleconference is covered by the IEEE patent policy and other policies and procedures.  Please review the following prior to the call:


-  IEEE Patent Policy - http://standards.ieee.org/board/pat/pat-slideset.ppt
-  Patent FAQ - http://standards.ieee.org/board/pat/faq.pdf
-  LoA Form - http://standards.ieee.org/board/pat/loa.pdf
-  Affiliation FAQ - http://standards.ieee.org/faqs/affiliationFAQ.html
-  Anti-Trust FAQ - http://standards.ieee.org/resources/antitrust-guidelines.pdf
-  Ethics - http://www.ieee.org/portal/cms_docs/about/CoE_poster.pdf
-  IEEE 802.11 Working Group Policies and Procedures -
     https://mentor.ieee.org/802.11/public-file/07/11-07-0360-04-0000-802-11-policies-and-procedures.doc
3. Agenda for this call  -- approved Tenative Agenda
4. Comment categorization and action items (CIDs 4, 6, 7, 8, 48, 49, 50, 51, 59, 60, 80, 93, 94; 61, 62, 101) 
1. CID 4: no strong opinion – Assigned Mark  H.
2. CID 6: Accept original Proposed change – Jon R.
3. CID 7: Accept original Proposed change – Jon R. to wordsmith
4. CID 8: last sentence on page 465 of  the base standard, TGn suggested this be rejected.  Suggestion Reject: accept TGn Resolution to reject, but reference does not match the comments.
5. CID 48:  Mark Rison to send proposed text to allow CFI as a classifier type. also to find other places that needed to be updated to match (like Table 7-42).
6. CID 49: Accept 
7. CID 50: Accept
8. CID 51: Accept
9. CID 59: discussion that this should not count. – Mark H.
10. CID 60: Comment withdrawn – Commenter will resubmit during WG LB time.
11. CID 80: Accept the first option of the proposal change.
12. CID 93: Accept
13. CID 94: Accept
14. CID 61: one proposal: “Shall be set to zero” with “(And the STA shall therefore adopt AM upon successful completion of the entire frame exchange)” added immediately afterwards. Concerned that deployed stations may not be consistent.   Question of if this is only for unicast traffic  -- Broadcast Probe from an AP then it is broken as the standard precludes that   ---- 11.2.1 5 or 6 paragraph says that the STA does not change its PS mode.  Unicast Probe Request will need a QoS message to go back into PS mode Action Frames are the only management types that may set the PS bits.  Concern on the legacy devices and what the final answer should be.  If  we look at making the bit significant, then what would happen in the AP when it receives it?  So another proposal is to “Set to zero and that the AP ignore this bit”.  Concern on making AP compliant or not.  Concensus to make text for “Shall be set to zero” – Mike M to update the Spreadsheet. Counter.
15.  CID 62: Discussion on what should be buffered and what corner cases may be encountered. Action frames should be buffered, beacons and probes not buffered. Example of exchange given.  A larger suggested change was offered. Sleep mode in TGv may be also an issue.  TGn may make changes that will also effect this.  If an AP thinks the STA is gone, then you would not be able to construct the de-authentication. A change to this first draft needs to be done to fix the problem that will be come apparent when TGw is applied.  If both PS and TGw are active at the same time, then we will see this problem.  Jouni to prepare a submission to describe the problem and the solution.
16. CID 101 Same as CID 62
5. Adjourn 17:03
6. Next Call on Jan 7, 2009 at 16:00 ET.
---------------------------------------------------------------------------------------------------------------------
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