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Agenda/Minutes:

 

· Administrivia
· No knowledge of essential patents or knowledge of holders of essential patents.
· LB182 completed. 10 comments received. See document 11/1118r0. 
· LB182 comments (11/1118r0)
CID #5001: REJECTED: The AP initiated TS setup behaves exactly in the way the commenter requests. The AP sends an ADDTS Reserve Request which is a trigger from the AP to the STA.
CID #5002: The AP sends an ADDTS Reserve Request which is a trigger from the AP to the STA in response to a higher layer protocol such as 802.1Q SRP. The STA that receives this ADDTS Reserve Request might not be able to initiate a TS setup, for example because it has insufficient resources to start new TS. There are many features in the baseline where there is a negotiation between an AP and an associated STA, for example Wireless LAN Radio Measurements, DMS and Collocated interference reporting. 

The task group notes that the comment is on unchanged text.
CID #5003: REJECTED: Point c) describes the ADDTS behavior defined in the baseline. The baseline specifies that the creation of a TS between a QoS AP and an associated QoS STA may involve multiple ADDTS Request/Response phases. P802.11aa does not change this behaviour. P802.11aa provides a mechanism to link 802.11 TS setup with higher layer protocols such as P802.1Q SRP. 

The task group notes that the commenter on text that has not changed in the last two drafts.
CID #5006: REJECTED:  This comment is on text that has remained unchanged without comments in the last two balloted drafts and hence is out of scope for this letter ballot. 
Action: Follow up with commenter.

CID #5004: REJECTED: The IEEE 802.1 working group defines the higher level architecture for use by many LAN technologies, such as 802.3 and 802.11. P802.1Q SRP does not define the layer protocol for 802.11. The P802.11aa draft specifies how P801.Q SRP is mapped in to the 802.11 system. This feature is a required part of the TGaa PAR. 

The task group notes that the commenter has indicated a  no vote for this feature, yet the feature has not changed in the last two drafts.
CID #5005: REJECTED:  This comment is on text that has remained unchanged without comments in the last two balloted drafts and hence is out of scope for this letter ballot.
CID #5007: REJECTED: The baseline specifies a form of scheduling behaviour, in terms of which EDCAF gains the right to transmit, based upon slot times and internal collision resolution between EDCAFs. There is OTA signalling to expose if an 11aa STA supports this feature. The AC or AAC prioritization of a stream is signalled over the air in all packets that belong to the stream. The 11aa PAR has intra-AC prioritisation as one of the topics for P802.11aa. Without such a feature, all video streams have the same priority. The 11aa task group spent several years discussing this feature with many different proposals on how to achieve this feature (for example by increasing the number of EDCAF). The feature as described in P802.11aa D6 is the result of building a consensus as to achieved the desired goal.
CID #5008: REJECTED: The cited text is required to describe that the same EDCAF is used for AC_VO and AAC_VO and that the same EDCAF is used for AAC_VI and AC_VI .
Action: Follow up with commenter.

CID #5009: REJECTED: This paragraph is required to specify that both AAC_VI and AC_VI use the same dot11QosMPDUsReceivedCount entry and that both AAC_VO and AC_VO use the same dot11QosMPDUsReceivedCount entry. The cited text about TID+1 refers to the value in the dot11QoSCountersIndex variable and does not imply a particular structure for where the values are in the dot11QoSCountersTable.
CID #5010: REJECTED: An early draft of P802.11aa had one figure, similar to what is request by the commenter. This approach did not find favour amongst the 802.11 working group voting members and so was split in to two figures. Retaining figures 9-19 and 9-19a helps better describing Intra Access Category prioritization.
Motion-1

· Having approved comment resolutions for all of the comments received from LB182 on P802.11aa D6.0 as contained in document 11-11/1118r1, 

· Approve a 15 day Working Group recirculation ballot asking the question “Should P802.11aa D6.0 be forwarded to sponsor ballot?” 

Moved: Alex Ashley
Seconded: David Hunter
Result: Motion Passes 4/0/0
Action Items – TGaa Chair/Technical Editor to start e-mail conversations with LB182 commenters on the rationale behind the comment resolutions.

Okinawa Plans – expect TGaa to be in Sponsor Ballot. As a result the only business in Okinawa is to provide a status update. David Hunter has volunteered to chair a TGaa session in Okinawa and provide the status update.

Next Teleconference – September 01, 2011 11:30 Hrs ET.  Recirculation Ballot on D6.0 should be complete by then. 

The teleconference ended at 14:00 Hrs ET
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