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Monday January 17, 2011
10:36 PDT
Mike Montemurro (Chair, RIM) called the meeting to order.

Agenda is 11-11/0054r1.  Henry added discussion on “editorial comments” tab, on the Tuesday agenda.

Mike read the Call for Potentially Essential Patents.  There were none.  Mike reminded the group of the meeting etiquette rules.

No volunteers for permanent secretary.  Mike will call for volunteers per session.

Meeting minutes for Nov 2010 were approved by unanimous consent, as posted.  Meeting minutes for Jan 2011 were approved by unanimous consent, as posted.

Editor’s report: Have implemented all tabs approved on conference calls (A-M).  4 or 5 issues found by Editor that need discussion.  Has also taken a stab at most of the editorial tab, group should go through this, a few need discussion.  Mike posted 11-10/1221r17 (updated resolution sheet).  Henry noted that he is indicating changes with Word comments, so they are easy to remove to make a clean copy.

Motion to approve LB169 comment resolutions on tabs A through M, with exception of comments 401, 166, 167, and 168 of document 11-10/1221r17 and instruct the editor to incorporate the comment resolutions in the draft.  Moved: Henry Ptasinski, Second: Santosh Pandey.  No discussion.  Passes: 7-0-2.

Discussion on MFQ signaling (CIDs 418, 176, 430, 460, 97).  Issue is whether to explicitly signal when a frame is an MFQ frame.  Matthew Fischer’s proposal is to set the More Fragments bit to 1 and the Sequence field to 1111b.  The group is generally in favor; the Editor requests specific text changes.

Discussion on group-addressed frames (CIDs 324, 31, 111, 193, 120, 127).  Reviewed 11-10/1205r0.  Group addressed Probe Request frames are handled specially already.  Handling of other group-addressed frames is added by 11-10/1205r0.  The Editor thinks there are some fixups needed to this text.  

· Resolution, CID 324: AGREE IN PRINCIPLE: document 11-10/1205r0 is accepted and added support for prioritization of group addressed management frame to the amendment.  

· Resolution, CID 31: DISAGREE: document 11-10/1205r0 is accepted and added support for prioritization of group addressed management frame to the amendment.  

· Resolution, CID 111: AGREE.  

· CID193: Discussion.  Resolution, CID 193: ACCEPT IN PRINICPLE: In Table 10-ae2: assign the AC of the Probe Response to “group-addressed” Probe Request to AC_BE; assign the AC of the Probe Response to “individually-addressed” Probe Request to AC_VO.  Editor will word-smith.

· Resolution, CID 120: DISAGREE: document 11-10/1205r0 is accepted and added support for prioritization of group addressed management frame to the amendment. This table entry is no longer needed.

· Resolution, CID 127: ACCEPT IN PRINCIPLE: document 11-10/1205r0 is accepted and added support for prioritization of group addressed management frame to the amendment.

“Editorial Comments” tab in 11-10/1221r17.  Look at the CIDs with “Discuss” in the Editor’s comments column.

· Resolution, CID 247: AGREE IN PRINCIPLE: Will be done before Sponsor Ballot.

· Resolution, CID 297: AGREE IN PRINCIPLE: See 11-11/103r0.  Move to Submission required.

· Resolution, CID 312: AGREE IN PRINCIPLE: See 11-11/103r0.  Move to Submission required.

· Resolution CID 139:  DISAGREE: ANA numbering is brought into amendments before they go to Sponsor Ballot, and the 802.11 Editors are instituting a Mandatory Editorial Coordination to make sure this happens – 11-10/1195r1 for details.  11ae numbering is in accordance with 11-08/644r19 and 11-09/31r16 Editorial numbering and ANA database respectively. The 11ae baseline begins with REVmb, and includes subsequent amendments that will complete before 11ae. http://www.ieee802.org/11/Reports/802.11_Timelines.htm. The running order of amendments is updated at interim meetings

· Resolution, CID 9: DISAGREE: ANA numbering is brought into amendments before they go to Sponsor Ballot, and the 802.11 Editors are instituting a Mandatory Editorial Coordination to make sure this happens – 11-10/1195r1 for details.  11ae numbering is in accordance with 11-08/644r19 and 11-09/31r16 Editorial numbering and ANA database respectively. The 11ae baseline begins with REVmb, and includes subsequent amendments that will complete before 11ae. http://www.ieee802.org/11/Reports/802.11_Timelines.htm. The running order of amendments is updated at interim meetings
· Resolution, CID 173: AGREE.

· CID 414: Should not be considered Editorial, move to MLME group.  See submission 11-11/0043r1.

· CID 278: Should not be considered Editorial, move to MLME group.  See submission 11-11/0043r1.

· Resolution, CID 198: DISAGREE: One is a boolean MIB variable, and the other is a bit in a frame field.  The text is consistent with the IEIEE 802.11 Style Guide.  See document 11-09/1034r0.

· Resolution, CID 422: AGREE IN PRINCIPLE: Append “See 10ae1.” after “This bit is set to 1 if dot11MFQImplemented is set to true Otherwise it is set to 0.”

· Resolution, CID 152: DISAGREE: Both individual and Group addressed frames may need to be indicated in the MFQ policy.  For example, Probe Request frames.

· CID 423: Moved to Needs submission.

· Resolution, CID 20: AGREE IN PRINCIPLE: Change the text to “not present’.
Recess until Tuesday at 8:00 PDT
Tuesday January 18, 2011
8:10 PDT

Mike called the meeting to order
Discussion on 10.ae1.2.2:

· Considering CID 128.  Agreed to use a “push” model, via MFQ Policy Config Request/Response for IBSS.  Resolution: AGREE IN PRINCIPLE, with new text for the entire sub-clause (see Comment Group N in resolution spreadsheet/database).
· Resolution, CID 407: DISAGREE: Negotiating MFQ policy on a per-link basis eliminates the need to synchronize the MFQ policy across the IBSS.
· Resolution, CID 384: AGREE IN PRINCIPLE, new text to say that all STAs shall used the default policy for group-addressed management frames in an IBSS.  Don’t send policy for such frames, ignore any such policy upon receipt.
· Resolution, CID 80: AGREE IN PRINCIPLE: See resolution to CID 384.
· Resolution, CID 406: AGREE IN PRINCIPLE: See resolution to CID 128.

· Resolution, CID 361: AGREE IN PRINCIPLE: Delete the MFQ Policy Query Request/Response frame formats and MLME primitives and references throughout the document.

Considered 11-11/0043r0.  This document is based on D1.01.  It addresses CIDs: 13, 160, 162, 163, 230, 233, 234, 235, 269, 273, 274, 275, 305, 321, 345, 350, 351, 446.
· Suggestion: MFQ Policy Config should have the concept that this is setting  the config in the peer in its name, to remove a lot of confusion evident in the ballot comments.  This is not addressed in the submission, but will be considered later.

· Note that CIDs 148, 272, 277, and 348 are also covered by this text.  
· Detailed review and update of the document occurred.  Produced 11-11/0043r1.
Motion to direct the editor to incorporate 11-11/0043r1 into the next draft.  Moved: Stephen McCann; Second: Henry Ptasinski.  Passes: 6-0-1.
Resulting comment resolutions (went through all MLME comments):
· Resolved, CID 321: AGREE IN PRINCIPLE: Results codes are made consistent with the rest of the draft, see 11-11/0043r1.
· Resolved, CID 446: AGREE IN PRINCIPLE: MFQ Policy Query has been deleted.
· Resolved, CID 320: AGREE IN PRINCIPLE: MFQ Policy Query has been deleted.

· Resolved, CID 319: AGREE IN PRINCIPLE: MFQ Policy Query has been deleted.
· Resolved, CID 10: AGREE IN PRINCIPLE: This will be picked up once IEEE 802.11mb rolls in 802.11u.
· Resolved, CID 11: AGREE IN PRINCIPLE: This will be picked up once IEEE 802.11mb rolls in 802.11u.

· Resolved, CID 160: AGREE IN PRINCIPLE: MFQ Policy Query has been deleted.
· Resolved, CID 445: AGREE IN PRINCIPLE: MFQ Policy Query has been deleted.

· Resolved, CID 343: AGREE IN PRINCIPLE: Change to dot11MFQPolicyActivated.
· Resolved, CID 228: AGREE.

· Resolved, CID 415: AGREE IN PRINCIPLE: Several primitives have been deleted and others have been clarified.
· Resolved, CID 268: AGREE IN PRINCIPLE: MFQ Policy Query has been deleted.
· Resolved, CID 412: AGREE IN PRINCIPLE: MFQ Policy Query has been deleted.
· Resolved, CID 303: AGREE IN PRINCIPLE: MFQ Policy Query has been deleted.
· Resolved, CID 414: AGREE IN PRINCIPLE: MFQ Policy Query has been deleted.

· Resolved, CID 230: AGREE IN PRINCIPLE: MFQ Policy Query has been deleted.
· Resolved, CID 345: AGREE IN PRINCIPLE: MFQ Policy Query has been deleted.
· Resolved, CID 269: AGREE IN PRINCIPLE: MFQ Policy Query has been deleted.
· Resolved, CID 304: AGREE IN PRINCIPLE: MFQ Policy Query has been deleted.
· Resolved, CID 231: AGREE IN PRINCIPLE: MFQ Policy Query has been deleted.

· Resolved, CID 346: AGREE IN PRINCIPLE: MFQ Policy Query has been deleted.

· Resolved, CID 270: AGREE IN PRINCIPLE: MFQ Policy Query has been deleted.

· Resolved, CID 12: AGREE IN PRINCIPLE: MFQ Policy Query has been deleted.
· Resolved, CID 161: AGREE IN PRINCIPLE: MFQ Policy Query has been deleted.

· Resolved, CID 271: AGREE IN PRINCIPLE: MFQ Policy Query has been deleted.

· Resolved, CID 232: AGREE IN PRINCIPLE: MFQ Policy Query has been deleted.

· Resolved, CID 347: AGREE IN PRINCIPLE: MFQ Policy Query has been deleted.

· Resolved, CID 233: AGREE IN PRINCIPLE: See document 11-11/0043r1.

· Resolved, CID 234: AGREE IN PRINCIPLE: See document 11-11/0043r1.

· Resolved, CID 162: AGREE IN PRINCIPLE: See document 11-11/0043r1.

· Resolved, CID 350: AGREE.

· Resolved, CID 273: AGREE IN PRINCIPLE: See document 11-11/0043r1.

· Resolved, CID 235: AGREE IN PRINCIPLE: See document 11-11/0043r1.

· Resolved, CID 305: AGREE IN PRINCIPLE: See document 11-11/0043r1.

· Resolved, CID 13: AGREE IN PRINCIPLE: See document 11-11/0043r1.

· Resolved, CID 351: AGREE IN PRINCIPLE: See document 11-11/0043r1.

· Resolved, CID 274: AGREE IN PRINCIPLE: See document 11-11/0043r1.
· Resolved, CID 163: AGREE IN PRINCIPLE: See document 11-11/0043r1.

· Resolved, CID 352: AGREE: See document 11-11/0043r1.

· Resolved, CID 275: AGREE IN PRINCIPLE: See document 11-11/0043r1.

· Resolved, CID 349: DISAGREE: Primitives are necessary to transmit the MFQ policy from the SME to the MAC.

· Resolved, CID 165: AGREE IN PRINCIPLE: Add PeerSTAMACAddress parameter to the MLME-MFQPOLICYSET.request primitive with Description: The address of the STA to which the MFQ policy is used for transmissions.  Change Effect of receipt to say “for the indicated peer” at the end.
Recess until 10:30 PDT.

Tuesday January 18, 2011

10:36 PDT

MLME Comment resolution continued, including recognizing that we have some CIDs that had been previously resolved, but whose resolution needs to be updated for recent decisions to delete some primitives and accept 11-11/0043r1.
· Resolved, CID 348: AGREE IN PRINCIPLE: See document 11-11/0043r1.

· Resolved, CID 272: AGREE IN PRINCIPLE: See document 11-11/0043r1.

· Resolved, CID 148: AGREE IN PRINCIPLE: See document 11-11/0043r1.

· Resolved, CID 277: AGREE IN PRINCIPLE: See document 11-11/0043r1.

· Resolved, CID 440: AGREE IN PRINCIPLE: Removed references to the frame.

· Resolved, CID 166: AGREE IN PRINCIPLE: See CID 211.

· Resolved, CID 167: AGREE IN PRINCIPLE: See CID 165.
· Resolved, CID 168: AGREE IN PRINCIPLE: See CID 236.
· Resolved, CID 278: AGREE IN PRINCIPLE: See document 11-11/0043r1.

· Resolved, CID 453: AGREE IN PRINCIPLE: Delete MFQ Policy Query primitives and all references to them.

· Resolved, CID 307: DISAGREE: The commenter did not give sufficient rationale for the change.

· Resolved, CID 236: AGREE IN PRINCIPLE: See CIDs 165 and 211.  Rest of proposed change accepted.
· Resolved, CID 318: AGREE IN PRINCIPLE: MFQ Policy Query has been deleted.
· Resolved, CID 160: AGREE IN PRINCIPLE: MFQ Policy Query has been deleted.

· Resolved, CID 445: AGREE IN PRINCIPLE: MFQ Policy Query has been deleted.

· Resolved, CID 302: AGREE IN PRINCIPLE: MFQ Policy Query has been deleted.

· Resolved, CID 229: AGREE IN PRINCIPLE: MFQ Policy Query has been deleted.

Comment resolution on Editorial comments:

· Resolved, CID 290: AGREE IN PRINCIPLE: See CID 87.
· Resolved, CID 205: AGREE.

· Resolved, CID 291: AGREE IN PRINCIPLE: See CID 87.

· Resolved, CID 292: AGREE.

· Resolved, CID 424: AGREE.

· Resolved, CID 245: AGREE.

· Resolved, CID 4: AGREE IN PRINCIPLE: See CID 264.

· Resolved, CID 72: AGREE IN PRINCIPLE: See CID 264.

· Resolved, CID 71: AGREE.

· Resolved, CID 265: AGREE.
· Resolved, CID 5: AGREE IN PRINCIPLE: See CID 265.
· Resolved, CID 246: AGREE.

· Resolved, CID 6: AGREE.

· Resolved, CID 64: AGREE IN PRINCIPLE: “(QoS)” deleted.

· Resolved, CID 197: AGREE IN PRINCIPLE: See CID 87.

· Resolved, CID 442: AGREE IN PRINCIPLE: See CID 87.

· Resolved, CID 434: AGREE IN PRINCIPLE: See CID 87.

· Resolved, CID 170: AGREE IN PRINCIPLE: See CID 87.

· Resolved, CID 171: AGREE IN PRINCIPLE: See CID 87.

· Resolved, CID 132: AGREE.

· Resolved, CID 133: AGREE.
· Resolved, CID 172: AGREE.
· Resolved, CID 252: AGREE.

· Resolved, CID 266: AGREE IN PRINCIPLE: Change “priority” to “access categories”

· Resolved, CID 145: AGREE IN PRINCIPLE: See CID 411.

· Resolved, CID 173: AGREE.

· Resolved, CID 134: AGREE.

· Resolved, CID 388: AGREE.
· Resolved, CID 174: AGREE IN PRINCIPLE: See CID 212.

· Resolved, CID 135: AGREE.

· Resolved, CID 256: AGREE.

· Resolved, CID 315: AGREE IN PRINCIPLE: Clause has been deleted.

· Resolved, CID 299: AGREE IN PRINCIPLE: Clause has been deleted.

· Resolved, CID 300: AGREE IN PRINCIPLE: See CID 227.
· Resolved, CID 248: AGREE.

· Resolved, CID 413: AGREE.

· Resolved, CID 147: AGREE.
· Resolved, CID 146: AGREE IN PRINCIPLE: Clause has been deleted.

· Resolved, CID 301: AGREE IN PRINCIPLE: Clause has been deleted.

· Resolved, CID 317: AGREE IN PRINCIPLE: Clause has been deleted.

· Resolved, CID 149: AGREE.

· Resolved, CID 365: AGREE.

· Resolved, CID 276: AGREE.

· Resolved, CID 366: AGREE.

· Resolved, CID 367: AGREE.

· Resolved, CID 368: AGREE.

· Resolved, CID 26: AGREE.

· Resolved, CID 416: AGREE.
· Resolved, CID 14: AGREE.

· Resolved, CID 389: AGREE.

· Resolved, CID 399: AGREE.

· Resolved, CID 447: AGREE IN PRINCIPLE: Change to “The frame is transmitted by a QoS STA for which dot11MFQImplemented is true.”

· Resolved, CID 136: AGREE.
· Resolved, CID 421: AGREE.
· Resolved, CID 250: AGREE.

· Resolved, CID 140: AGREE.

· Resolved, CID 200: AGREE IN PRINCIPLE: Change “indicates” to “indicates that” in the sentences describing the Individually Addressed and Group Addressed subfields.

· Resolved, CID 261: AGREE.

· Resolved, CID 151: AGREE IN PRINCIPLE: Change “variable” to “0-254” in the figure.

· Resolved, CID 425: AGREE.

· Resolved, CID 179: AGREE.

· Resolved, CID 390: AGREE IN PRINCIPLE: See CIDs 17, 18.

· Resolved, CID 451: AGREE IN PRINCIPLE: See CID 279.

· Resolved, CID 182: AGREE IN PRINCIPLE: See CID 105.

· Resolved, CID 183: AGREE IN PRINCIPLE: Sentence has been deleted.

· Resolved, CID 154: AGREE IN PRINCIPLE: Change “2” to “3-257”

· Resolved, CID 153: AGREE IN PRINCIPLE: Change “variable” to “3-257”

· Resolved, CID 322: AGREE IN PRINCIPLE: Change “2” to “3-257”
· Resolved, CID 306: AGREE IN PRINCIPLE: Change “2” to “3-257”

· Resolved, CID 65: AGREE.
· Resolved, CID 137: AGREE.

· Resolved, CID 66: AGREE.

· Resolved, CID 455: DISAGREE: IMFQ is correct in this paragraph.  The previous paragraph deals with group-addressed MFQ (Non-I MFQ) frames.
· Resolved, CID 138: AGREE.

· Resolved, CID 456: DISAGREE:  IMFQ is correct in the case. See CID 455.

· Resolved, CID 185: AGREE

· Resolved, CID 457: DISAGREE: IMFQ is correct in this case.  See CID 455.

· Resolved, CID 280: AGREE.

· Resolved, CID 187: AGREE.

· Resolved, CID 380: AGREE.

· Resolved, CID 281: AGREE.

· Resolved, CID 213: AGREE.

· Resolved, CID 239: AGREE.

· Resolved, CID 357: AGREE.

· Resolved, CID 188: AGREE.

· Resolved, CID 240: AGREE.

· Resolved, CID 431: AGREE.

· Resolved, CID 189: AGREE.

· Resolved, CID 21: AGREE.

· Resolved, CID 191: AGREE IN PRINCIPLE: See CID 119.

· Resolved, CID 201: AGREE.

· Resolved, CID 202: AGREE.

· Resolved, CID 432: AGREE IN PRINCIPLE: See CIDs 121, 284, 285.

· Resolved, CID 435: AGREE.

· Resolved, CID 203: AGREE.

· Resolved, CID 436: AGREE.
· Resolved, CID 433: AGREE IN PRINCIPLE: Sentence has been deleted.
· Resolved, CID 204: AGREE IN PRINCIPLE: Sentence has been deleted.
· Resolved, CID 437: AGREE IN PRINCIPLE: Sentence has been deleted.  Other changes that been made throughout.

· Resolved, CID 67: AGREE.

· Resolved, CID 206: AGREE IN PRINCIPLE: Most instance of “set to “deleted. Some changes to “equal to” where appropriate.

· Resolved, CID 438: AGREE IN PRINCIPLE: Sentence has been deleted.

· Resolved, CID 458: AGREE IN PRINCIPLE: Change “set to 0” to “false”

· Resolved, CID 143: AGREE IN PRINCIPLE: Change “set to 1” to “true”

· Resolved, CID 144: DISAGREE: The use of Activated in the MIB attribute name is consistent with the base standard.

· Resolved, CID 459: AGREE IN PRINCIPLE: Change “set to 1” to “true”

· Resolved, CID 68: AGREE.

· Resolved, CID 216: AGREE.

· Resolved, CID 208: AGREE.

· Resolved, CID 69: AGREE.

· Resolved, CID 142: AGREE.

Reviewed 11-11/103r0.  Noted that some changes conflict with other agreed changes from today and yesterday.  Editor will take only those changes that are still relevant.  Figure 8-4ae2 should not have B0 … Bn labels above Action Value Bitmap.  Length subfield should exclude the entire Header, thus 0 is a valid value.  

Motion to direct the editor to incorporate 11-11/0103r1 into the next draft.  Moved: Santosh Pandey; Second: Henry Ptasinski.  Passes: 3-0-0.

Resulting comment resolutions:
· Resolved, CID 297: AGREE IN PRINCIPLE: See document 11-11/013r1.
· Resolved, CID 296: AGREE IN PRINCIPLE: See document 11-11/013r1.
· Resolved, CID 312: AGREE IN PRINCIPLE: See document 11-11/013r1.
· Resolved, CID 313: AGREE IN PRINCIPLE: See document 11-11/013r1.
· Resolved, CID 85: AGREE IN PRINCIPLE: See document 11-11/013r1.
· Resolved, CID 141: AGREE IN PRINCIPLE: See document 11-11/013r1.
· Resolved, CID 103: AGREE IN PRINCIPLE: See document 11-11/013r1.

Also:

· Resolved, CID 323: The commenter did not provide sufficient rationale for this change.
Mike posted 11-10/1221r19 (updated resolution sheet), with the above.
Motion to approve LB169 comment resolutions on tabs N, O and “Reference Amendments” of document 11-10/1221r19 and instruct the editor to incorporate the comment resolutions in the draft.  Moved: Henry Ptasinski, Second: Santosh Pandey.  No discussion.  Passes: 3-0-0.

Wednesday January 19, 2011

8:06 PDT

Review of status on comment resolution.  53 comments to go.
Motion to direct the editor to incorporate 11-10/1205r0 into the next draft.  Moved: Santosh Pandey; Second: Henry Ptasinski.  Passes: 5-0-0.
Comment resolution on one left-over group-addressed comment:

· Resolved, CID 308: AGREE IN PRINCIPLE: Document 11-10/1205r0 was accepted and added support for prioritization of group addressed management frames to the amendment.

Updated comment resolutions on editorial items that need to be updated to align with other agreed resolutions:

· Resolved, CID 413: AGREE IN PRINCIPLE: Clause has been deleted.

· Resolved, CID 147: AGREE IN PRINCIPLE: Clause has been deleted.

· Resolved, CID 14: AGREE IN PRINCIPLE: Change to “in data frames”

· Resolved, CID 425: AGREE IN PRINCIPLE: Diagram restructured per 11-11/0103r1.

Comment resolution on Policy Negotiation comments:

· Resolved, CID 439: DISAGREE: This is intentional.
· Resolved, CID 408: AGREE IN PRINCIPLE: All MFQ STAs that are non-AP must have this enabled when associated in a BSS that supports MFQ.  APs and MFQ STAs in an IBSS require the ability to disable reconfiguration.
· Resolved, CID 210: DISAGREE: See CID 77.

· Resolved, CID 129: AGREE IN PRINCIPLE: A statement regarding the use of MFQ Policy Config Request/Response is already included in 10.ae1.2.2.   Insert the following paragraph after the third paragraph of 10.ae1.2.1: “If the AP advertises MFQReconfiguration, as associated MFQ STA may use the MFQ Policy Config Request/Response to request a change to the existing MFQ policy.”

· Resolved, CID 81: AGREE: See CID 287.

· Resolved, CID 23: AGREE IN PRINCIPLE: See CID 355.

· Resolved, CID 362: AGREE IN PRINCIPLE: See CID 196.
· Resolved, CID 130: AGREE IN PRINCIPLE. Replace the 3rd paragraph in 10.ae1.2.1:
"All MFQ STAs transmitting management frames to a MFQ AP shall transmit those frames to the AP in accordance to the management frame QoS policy defined in the most recently received MFQ Policy element  from the AP. If no frame containing a MFQ Policy element has been received from the AP prior to the transmission of the management frame(s), then the management frame(s) shall be sent using the  default MFQ policy priorities defined in Table 10-ae2."

with:

"All associated MFQ STAs transmitting management frames to an MFQ AP shall transmit those frames to the AP in accordance to the MFQ policy received in following order of precedence:

- defined in the most recently received MFQ Policy element in a successful MFQ Policy Config Request/Response transaction;

- defined in the MFQ Policy element received in the (re-)Association Response frame;

- defined in the most recently received MFQ Policy element in the last received Beacon frame.

All non-assocated MFQ STAs transmitting management frames to an MFQ AP shall transmit those frames to the AP in accordance to the management frame in the most recently received Beacon or Probe Response frame. If no frame containing an MFQ Policy element has been received from the AP prior to the transmission of the management frame(s), then the management frame(s) shall be sent using the  default MFQ policy priorities defined in Table 10-ae2."
· Resolved, CID 25: AGREE.

· Resolved, CID 131: DISAGREE: This allowance is useful for diagnostic reasons.
Resolved, CID 363: AGREE IN PRINCIPLE: Add the following paragraph in 10.ae1.2.3:

· "The MFQReconfiguration bit shall be set to 1 in the Extended Capabilities element when dot11MFQReconfigurationActivated is true.  The MFQReconfiguration bit shall be set to 0 in the Extended Capabilities element when dot11MFQReconfigurationActivated is false."
· Resolved, CID 82: AGREE IN PRINCIPLE: See CID 130.
· Resolved, CID 409: AGREE IN PRINCIPLE:  In Figure 8-4ae, extend the “Access Category Assignment Field Length” by two bits, removing the reserved bits (based on document 11-11/103r1).  Update the text describing the figure.
· Resolved, CID 386: AGREE IN PRINCIPLE: See CID 409.

Comment resolution on “MIB” comments:
· Resolved, CID 364: AGREE IN PRINCIPLE: See document 11-11/103r1.  Added the MIB attribute but changed the name.

· Resolved, CID 254: AGREE IN PRINCIPLE: See document 11-11/103r1.  Added the MIB attribute but changed the name.

· Resolved, CID 86: AGREE IN PRINCIPLE: See document 11-11/103r1.
· Resolved, CID 253: AGREE IN PRINCIPLE: See document 11-11/103r1.

· Resolved, CID 100: AGREE IN PRINCIPLE: See document 11-11/103r1.

Comment resolution on Default Policy comments:
· Resolved, CID 448:DISAGREE: It appears that the commenter is asking for reclassification of some frames, but has not provided any specific information in the comment as to which frames to reclassify, so the group is not certain of what changes are being requested and therefore, must decline the comment.

· Resolved, CID 224: DISAGREE: The change is not necessary - a STA shipping now with all reserved values marked as AC_BE will never transmit such frame, because they are reserved. In the future, when frames are defined that match the reserved values, the table must be updated with any AC value for the new frames, and then STAs that are familiar with the new frames will correctly transmit them, older implementations will still have no idea what the new frames are, but it won't matter because they will never transmit or receive them.

· Resolved, CID 373: AGREE.
· Resolved, CID 310: DISAGREE: Diagnostic Request/Report will remain at AC_BE due to the large amount of this traffic.  The policy can be modified according to MFQ policy reconfiguration.

· Resolved, CID 374: DISAGREE: An AP that wants to encourage DLS can set a non-default value in its advertized policy.
· Resolved, CID 376: AGREE: Block Ack is already specified as AC_VO.

· Resolved, CID 309: DISAGREE: Prioritization of BSS Transition management frames can be specified by advertizing a non-default MFQ policy.
· Resolved, CID 382: AGREE.  Add a new row for HWMP Mesh Path Selection and make it AC_VI.  Adjust Mesh Action row accordingly.
· Resolved, CID 27: AGREE IN PRINCIPLE: See CID 382.

· Resolved, CID 392: AGREE IN PRINCIPLE.  See CID 373.

· Resolved, CID 88: DISAGREE: Due to known regulatory requirements, these messages do not require high priority medium access.   The regulatory time-scales are on the order of seconds.

· Resolved, CID 383: AGREE IN PRINCIPLE: Update the priority of Self Protected frames to AC_VI.
· Resolved, CID 194: DISAGREE: Vendor Specific frames require a default classification.  Since the use cases associated with them are not known, the default priority is set to AC_BE.  A non-default policy can be advertised in an MFQ Policy for Vendor Specific frames.
· Resolved, CID 30: AGREE IN PRINCIPLE: See CID 382.
· Resolved, CID 29: AGREE IN PRINCIPLE: Remove the Reserved row  Add a row for “Reserved (used by WFA)” with category 17 and an assigned default priority of AC_BE.
· Resolved, CID 391: DISAGREE: In legacy QoS STAs, management frames are transmitted at AC_VO. The cited text ensures fair medium access to legacy as well as MFQ STA's.
· Resolved, CID 214: AGREE IN PRINCIPLE: See CIDs 382 and 383.
Santosh requests to revisit CID 309.  He feels that BSS Transition is critical to network management, and needs to be a high priority.  No consensus was reached within the group.  Santosh is requested to bring forward a presentation with an argument the group finds more convincing.

Comments from Classification comment group:

· Resolved, CID 95: AGREE IN PRINCIPLE: Add a change the sentence "MFQ policy defines the priorities of different management frames." to read: "MFQ policy defines the priorities of different management frames and can be implemented only by QoS STAs." add a new sentence at the end of the paragraph as follows: "A QoS STA that supports MFQ transmits management frames to STAs that do not support MFQ using AC_VO."
· Resolved, CID 96: AGREE IN PRINCIPLE: At the end of the fourth paragraph of 10.ae1.1, add the following text: "In either case, the transmitted management frames are IMFQ frames, and the transmitting STA shall indicate the traffic class used to transmit the frame in the ACI subfield of the sequence number field."

Thursday January 20, 2011

16:03 PDT

Review of status on comment resolution.  16 comments to go.

Revisit comment resolutions, per Editor’s request
· Resolved, CID 360: AGREE IN PRINCIPLE: See CID 128.

· Resolved, CID 438: AGREE IN PRINCIPLE: See CID 128.

· Resolved, CID 453: AGREE IN PRINCIPLE: See CID 128.

· Resolved, CID 74: AGREE IN PRINCIPLE: The sentence has been deleted.

· Resolved, CID 249: AGREE IN PRINCIPLE: See CIDs 420 and 421.

· Resolved, CID 251: DISAGREE: StationConfigEntry values are now under ANA control.
Comment resolutions on all unresolved comments:

· Resolved, CID 32: DISAGREE: The commenter did not provide sufficient information to resolve this comment.

· Resolved, CID 417: AGREE IN PRINCIPLE: See CID 418

· Resolved, CID 423: DISAGREE: The TG did not have sufficient information to resolve this comment.  This sub-clause has been deleted.

· Resolved, CID 461: DISAGREE: The commenter did not provide sufficient information to resolve this comment.

· Resolved, CID 35: DISAGREE: The commenter did not provide sufficient information to resolve this comment.

· Resolved, CID 36: DISAGREE: The commenter did not provide sufficient information to resolve this comment.

· Resolved, CID 37: DISAGREE: The commenter did not provide sufficient information to resolve this comment.

· Resolved, CID 79: AGREE IN PRINCIPLE: Create a new sub-clause in 10.ae1 based on 10.ae1.2.2 (D1.02 version); change IBSS beacon to Mesh Beacon; change IBSS STA to mesh STA; change remaining instances of IBSS to MBSS; Change 10.ae1.w.e second paragraph to add “MFQ STA in an MBSS” in the first sentence.
· Resolved, CID 259: AGREE IN PRINCIPLE: See CID 79.

· Resolved, CID 209: AGREE IN PRINCIPLE: See CID 79.

· Resolved, CID 215: AGREE IN PRINCIPLE: See CID 79.

· Resolved, CID 385, AGREE IN PRINCIPLE: See CID 79.

· CID 410.  Reviewed 11-11/0117r0.  Resolved, CID 410: AGREE IN PRINCIPLE: Adopt the changes in 11-11/0117r0, removing the entries for MFQ Policy Query.
Discussion on MFQ signaling (CIDs 418, 176, 430, 460, 97):
· Resolved CID 418: AGREE IN PRINCIPLE: Editor to add text to describe the use of the combination of the more fragments bit set to 1 and the frag bits of the seq field set to “1111b” in an MMPDU to describe an IMFQ and the remaining 12 bits of the seq field are then split 10 and 2 as indicated in the current D1.0.
· Resolved, CID 460: AGREE IN PRINCIPLE: See CID 418.
· Resolved, CID 176: AGREE IN PRINCIPLE: See CID 418.

· Resolved, CID 430: AGREE IN PRINCIPLE: Changes to the frame format predicated on CID 418 resolve state issues, so that no state information is necessary and therefore, no negotiation is necessary – transmitting STA s only need to determine if they are to send an IMFQ or not based on the their understanding of the MFQ-ness of the recipient.  Receivers can examine bits in the received mgmt frame to determine if it is an IMFQ or not.  No other changes are necessary here because the description references IMFQ.

· Resolved, CID 97: DISAGREE: See CID 418, and its proposed resolution that adds a method to signal that a mgmt frame is IMFQ within the mgmt frame.

More comment resolution:

· Resolved, CID 98: DISAGREE: The use of “peer” in the P802.11ae D1.0 is consistent with the usage in P802.11mb D6.0, the baseline amendment.  The use of the term peer is defined in ISO 7498.

· Resolved, CID 427: DISAGREE: The condition is required because the following sentence specifies different behavior for a STA with dot11MFQImplemented set to true.

· Resolved, CID 419: AGREE.
· Resolved, CID 405: AGREE.  See CID 419.
Motion to direct the editor to incorporate 11-10/0117r0 into the next draft, and approve LB169 comment resolutions on Tabs P and Q of document 11-10/1221r23  and instruct the editor to incorporate the comment resolutions into the draft.  Moved: Santosh Pandey; Second: Henry Ptasinksi.  Passes 9-0-0
Motion: Having approved comment resolutions for all of the comments received from LB169 on P802.11ae Draft 1.0 as contained in document 11-10/1221r23, instruct the editor to prepare P802.11ae Draft 2.0 incorporating these resolutions, and approve a 15 day Working Group Recirculation Ballot asking the question “Should P802.11ae Draft 2.0 be forwarded to Sponsor Ballot?”  Moved: Santosh Pandey; Second: Henry Ptasinksi.  Passes 9-0-0
Teleconferences: Wed Feb 23, 11am ET for 1 hour.  No Ad Hoc meetings.
TGae timeline (see 11-11/0054r2 slide #4).  On schedule with this re-circulation LB. 

Adjourned, 17:15 PST
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