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Revision History:

GREEN = straw poll of resolution approved.

YELLOW = CID discussed, but straw poll not yet taken pending additional work.

PALE BLUE = ready for review again after rework.

RED = probably requires discussion
R1: Modified some resolutions slightly. Reviewed all proposed resolutions in MAC adhoc, November 8, 2011, EVE, and marked all as either straw poll accepted or withdraw pending official notification by commenter.

R0: Initial revision

	2182
	Cordeiro, Carlos
	2.00
	3
	Please define SU PPDU and MU PPDU, for which there are no definitions in the draft
	As noted
	Agree - See CID 2786

	2326
	Hamilton, Mark
	29.63
	8.3.3.6
	There is a VHT Operation element in Association Response (8.3.3.6), Reassocation Response (8.3.3.8) and TDLS Setup Confirm (8.5.13.4) frames, but this does not come into the MLME via the respective .response primitive, nor is it delivered via the .confirm primitives.  If this informaiton is not intended to be passed out of the MLME (and therefore would be derived from the MLME-START for infrastructure BSS; it's not clear where it comes from for the TDLS setup exchange), it would be best to describe that behavior in 10.25.1.
	Add a VNT Operations parameter to the Association, Reassociation and TDLS Setup Confirm response/confirm primitives, and describe (in 10.25.1) any semantics for its usage and behavior.  Or, describe in 10.25.1 that this informaiton is kept internally to the MLME (from the MLME-START), and how it is passed into the MLME in the case of TDLS usage.
	Disagree – the first inclination is to add the VHT operations element because one guesses that for every item that appears in the corresponding frame, there should be a parameter. For example, the Associate.response SAP causes the transmission of an associate response frame which includes a VHT OP element. However, it is noted that the HT OP element is also present, and yet, there is no HT OP Parameter in the associate.response SAP. The reason for this is that the HT OP and VHT OP elements are generated by the current operating condition of the STA sending the associate response frame, and so, the information is already contained in the MLME and does not have to be passed into the MLME again to generate the associate response frame. As for TDLS,  as long as the BSS is required to be the same for both ends, then again, none of this information needs to be be exchanged because both STA’s MLMEs already possess that information. With respect to the necessity of describing the maintenance of state within the MLME, since 802.11 time began, an implication of this activity for the generation, for example, of Beacons, has always seemed to be adequate.

	2719
	Kneckt, Jarkko 
	16.22
	7.3.4.5
	The length of the element need not to be mentioned here. The lenght information is a detail. The reader uses the table to get introduction to the elements and conditions when they are present.
	Remove the length information.
	Agree

	2990
	Luo, Zhendong
	29.15
	8.3.3.2
	In Tables 8-19 , 8-22 , 8-24 , 8-26 ,  the Notes of the VHT operation does not satisfy the requirement for BSSType=INFRASTRUCTURE. (Please see doc. 11/0891r0 for further explanation.)
	In Tables 8-19, 8-22, 8-24, 8-26, the Notes of the VHT operation should be changed into "The VHT Operation element is included by an AP when dot11VHTOptionImplemented attribute is true."
	Agree in principle: in subclause

“6.3.11.2.2 Semantics of the service primitive” eliminate the BSSType parameter condition from the table entry for VHT Operation. – the commenter should note that there are errors in the HT version of the same parameters – in fact, the VHTOp element is transmitted by any of an AP, mesh STA and STA sending a beacon within an IBSS, so no condition on BSSType is needed.

	3040
	Malinen, Jouni
	29.18
	8.3.3.2
	VHT Transmit Power Envelope element is described to be present regardless of whether VHT is implemented.
	Replace “if dot11SpectrumManagementRequired is true” with “if dot11VHTOptionImplemented is true and dot11SpectrumManagementRequired is true”
	Agree in principle – see CID 2324

	3041
	Malinen, Jouni
	31.18
	8.3.3.10
	VHT Transmit Power Envelope element is described to be present regardless of whether VHT is implemented.
	Replace “if dot11SpectrumManagementRequired is true” with “if dot11VHTOptionImplemented is true and dot11SpectrumManagementRequired is true”
	Agree in principle – see CID 2324

	3094
	Merlin, Simone
	
	9.20.2
	section 9.20.2 (Setup and modification of the Block Ack) includes references to HT STAs
	each time an HT STA is mentioned, same behavior should be extended to VHT STA. 
	Disagree – all VHT STA are HT STA.

	3110
	Merlin, Simone
	85.43
	9.20.6 
	9.20.6 Selection of BlockAck and BlockAckReq variants. Sentence "The Compressed Bitmap subfield of the BA Control field or BAR Control field shall be set to 1 in all BlockAck and BlockAckReq frames sent from one HT STA to another HT STA and shall be set to 0 otherwise" only refers to HT STAs
	change to :"The Compressed Bitmap subfield of the BA Control field or BAR Control field shall be set to 1 in all
BlockAck and BlockAckReq frames sent from one HT or VHT STA to another HT or VHT STA and shall be set to 0 otherwise"
	Disagree – all VHT STA are HT STA.

	3111
	Merlin, Simone
	85.43
	9.20.8
	9.20.8 HT-delayed Block Ack extensions. This section refers to HT STAs only; 
	add VHT STA to define same behavior as HT STAs
	Disagree – all VHT STA are HT STA.

	3112
	Merlin, Simone
	94.59
	10.3.3.5
	10.3.3.5 AP reassociation receipt(#2168) procedures; "The SME shall refuse a reassociation request from an HT STA that does not support all the MCSs in
the BSSBasicMCSSet parameter"
	Add case for VHT STA
	Agree – see CID 3182.

	3113
	Merlin, Simone
	94.59
	10.5.2
	10.5.2 Setup and modification of the Block Ack parameters
	there are references to HT STAs only; add VHT STA
	Disagree – all VHT STA are HT STA.

	3352
	Rosdahl, Jon
	48.02
	8.4.2
	The way HT IEs (HT Cap, HT Op, 20/40 Op, etc.) are used when VHT IEs are present needs to be clarified.  Things like: are things like GF, DSSS/CCK mode, PCO, HT beamforming capabilities, antenna selection, STBC, UEQM, etc.
	Clarify
	Disagree – nothing is noted or discovered in the VHT IEs as creating a contradictory normative requirement to anything present in the HT IEs.

	3554
	Stephens, Adrian
	
	General
	The .11ac draft has  167 instances of "vht capabil" and REVmb D9.0 has 247 instances of "ht capabil".
The .11ac draft has 82 instances of "vht opera"  and REVmb D9.0 as 129 instances.

My intuition tells me that most of the places where there is an HT term,  there should be a VHT term either next to it,  or in a new subclause.
	Review all uses of these HT terms in REVmb and determine whether a matching VHT term needs to be inserted.
	Withdrawn by commenter.
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Abstract


Proposed resolutions for various comments from LB178 regarding miscellaneous issues.
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