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1. Monday 4:00 pm Afternoon Session, July 12, 2004

1.1. Opening

1.1.1. Call to order

1.1.1.1. John Fakatselis (JohnF) called the meeting to order.

1.1.1.2. Meeting begun at 4:07 pm.

1.2. Agenda

1.2.1. Review of the agenda 

1.2.1.1. JohnF showed the tentative meeting agenda, 11-04-0592-00-0000
1.2.1.2. 11-04-0592-00-0000-802-11-wg-tentative-agenda-july-2004.xls, on the screen and reviewed the proposed agenda:

1.2.1.3. We would like to go over the objectives, approve the last meeting minutes, have a few papers, and then address the comment resolution process.   We shall also need to approve a PAR extension. We will break for dinner at 6 pm, and resume in the evening.

1.2.1.4. Potentially the week will be used for comment resolution.  If we are successful in resolving all of the comments, we shall recirculate the draft.

1.2.2. Approval of the agenda

1.2.2.1. JohnF:  Is there any discussion on the agenda?

1.2.2.2. JohnF: Hearing none.  Any comments, or objections?  May we approve the agenda?

1.2.2.3. JohnF:  I see no objections, so the agenda is approved.

1.2.3. PAR Extension

1.2.3.1. JohnF: The original PAR expires in November, so we will have to apply for an extension.  Duncan will help us with framing this extension.

1.3. Reviews of voting rules and process

1.3.1. Structural Review

1.3.1.1. TGE uses Roberts Rule of Order.  You must be a voting member to bring a motion.  If you are not a voting member you may ask a voting member to act on your behalf.  Please do not vote if you are not a voting member.  Any questions?  Hearing, none we shall proceed.  We will work on comment resolution.  So, I am going to ask, “Are there any questions on the minutes?”  “Are there any objections to accepting the minutes?”  Hearing none, the minutes are approved.

1.3.1.2. I would like to invite Srini to give us an update on comment status.

1.3.1.3. Srini: The sponsor ballot closed about 2 weeks after the meeting with additional comments.  We should proceed the same as last time, breaking into ad-hoc groups.  The comments are listed in document 546r4.  There are about 20 editorial comments, the balance are technical.

1.3.1.4. JohnF:  I would like to divide into sub-groups. Srini, what do you recommend for the groups?

1.3.1.5. Srini: EDCA, Power-Save and Other.

1.3.1.6. JohnF:  We shall divide into three groups and will work privately on resolutions to provide a list of recommended resolutions later in the week.  I shall give priority to the ad-hoc groups, but I will also allow individuals to submit separate resolutions.  Any suggestions or questions?   Any objection to dividing into ad-hoc groups?  

1.3.1.7. Mathilde: Would like to make motions on individual resolutions.

1.3.1.8. JohnF: Wait until we get to that point.  Whenever we deal with the resolution process, I will ask for individual and ad-hoc motions before we break.  You will have a chance at the 7:30 pm session tonight.

1.4. Process

1.4.1. Call for Papers

1.4.1.1. IvanO: I have a paper, document 0744, with companion 0745 offering normative text regarding Block ACK.  The material was submitted at 10 o’clock this morning.

1.4.1.2. JohnF: Does this paper address a comment?   It would be best to do that.

1.4.1.3. JohnK: I have a paper with motions on TSPEC parameters, document 0767 submitted about 10 minutes ago (4:10 pm).  Would like to do it at the 7:30 session.  There is no normative text.

1.4.1.4. JohnF: I have three papers so far.

1.4.1.5. Floyd:  I have a paper (0694) with normative text to be brought later.  It has been on the server since last Friday.

1.4.1.6. Greg: I don’t have a document number, but have prepared a paper on power save and will address when it is my turn.

1.4.1.7. JohnF: I would like to get the papers out of the way as soon as possible so ad-hoc groups can have the benefit of the information.

1.4.1.8. Srini:  I submit document 0768 with a list of contributors to TGe, and would like the membership to check the names and add names who feel they should be listed.  Later I would like to have a motion to add this list.  We don’t have such a list now, but I was instructed to add one.

1.4.1.9. JohnF: Are there any more papers?  Between now and 6 pm, we shall handle this business.  Mathilde will present first with a paper and motions on comment resolutions.  We will continue with Ivan’s paper.  Then we shall hear from Srini.  But before we start, who will lead the ad-hoc groups? For Power save, Floyd volunteers.  For EDCA, Matthew Fischer is sought (not in attendance).  Default to Srini.  Srini will also handle the “Other” group’s comments.

1.4.2. Individual Comment Resolutions

1.4.2.1. Mathilde: I shall present two motions regarding power save.  Concerns focus on final frame in the service period.  When a service period is initiated and the AP sends frames to the station, we must make sure the last frame has the End of Service bit set.  For reference, see Benveniste comment 9.  Row 198.  The motion would be to add text at the end of sub-cause (g).   

1.4.2.2. JohnF:  This will be part of resolutions?  Yes.

1.4.2.3. Mathilde:  I wish to make a motion: 

1.4.2.4. “Move to adopt as the resolution to comment Amann/7.  In the section entitled “AP operation during CP”, add the following text at the end of sub-clause (g):

1.4.2.5. ‘The frame with the ESOP sub-field in the QoS Control field set to 1 shall be the last frame transmitted by the QAP to the non-AP QSTA using the APSD during the SP’  Comments addressed: Amann/7

1.4.2.6. JohnF: Are there any suggestions before we make the motion?

1.4.2.7. Duncan: How many comments are addressed?

1.4.2.8. Mathilde: One.

1.4.2.9. AndrewE:  Why are you bringing this as an individual vs. ad-hoc group?

1.4.2.10. Mathilde: I want to get it over with up front.

1.4.2.11. Greg:  Is this duplicating something that’s already been said in the draft?

1.4.2.12. Mathilde: There are many possibilities, so we must make explicit so that in all conditions the EOS bit is set properly.  

1.4.2.13. Greg: Will we stipulate exactly how the AP will do it, or allow the AP to decide how to handle it?

1.4.2.14. Mathilde: The second.

1.4.2.15. JohnF: Any friendly suggestions?

1.4.2.16. Floyd: Make third to last rather than last sentence in the comment. 

1.4.2.17. JohnF: Do I have a second? 

1.4.2.18. Second: Jennifer Bray

1.4.2.19. JohnF: Is there discussion on the motion?

1.4.2.20. MarkB: Clause (g) is already pretty large, so is this covered already.  I don’t think we need more words.

1.4.2.21. Mathilde: Must make sure it is the last frame transmitted in service period.

1.4.2.22. Duncan: Given what we’ve heard, the way we’ve dealt with this in the past is to let the editor handle it.  Isn’t this an editorial change?  

1.4.2.23. Srini: I’m not sure how to resolve the comment.

1.4.2.24. Mathilde: With differing priorities in different streams, the low priority frame could be the last stream being released.  If the high priority buffer has many frames and the low has few, the low priority frame could arrive  first.  If that happens, the EOS bit will put the station to sleep, but there may still be high priority traffic.  We must ensure the last frame transmitted to the station has the EOS bit set.

1.4.2.25. JohnF: Any more discussion?

1.4.2.26. Duncan: Do we have an agreement from the commenter that this would change a “no” to a “yes”?

1.4.2.27. Mathilde: Yes.

1.4.2.28. AndrewE: What about the concern on retries?  [Discussion]

1.4.2.29. JohnF: Any more discussion?  We can vote against the resolution.  Put back the motion.

1.4.2.30. Mathilde: I move to table the motion.

1.4.2.31. JohnF: Is there a second? Jennifer Bray.  Is there any objection to table? Hearing none, the motion is tabled.

1.4.2.32. Mathilde:  Benveniste/10 is the next comment I wish to address.  The problem is that if the ACK to downlink frame with EOS set is missing it’s possible that the frame might not be received by the station.  This would trigger a repeat.  If the frame is received, but the ACK is lost, the station will have gone to sleep.  In such a case, the service period should be considered ended, but currently it would be “awake” now.   Mark, want to add any more?

1.4.2.33. MarkB: Essentially this change is trying to maintain alignment with (h).  I think it does help the alignment.

1.4.2.34. GregC:  This seems similar to rules for bursting frames.  Rules say if you don’t have an ACK, the burst is ended, regardless of whether in a service period or not.  The rules for bursting anytime seem to cover this, so not really a ”loose end”.   

1.4.2.35. AndrewE:  It is probably necessary to correct this, though.

1.4.2.36. JohnF: I would like to ask you to make a motion.

1.4.2.37. Mathilde: “Move accept the proposed resolution to comment Benveniste/10”

1.4.2.38. JohnF: Motion seconded?  Jennifer seconds

1.4.2.39. JohnF: Any discussion?  No. Any objection to accepting this motion?  Seeing none, the motion passes.  

1.4.3. Paper Presentation Preparation

1.4.3.1. Ivan are you ready with your paper?

1.4.3.2. IvanO: My paper doesn’t address a comment, but I would like to insert anyway.

1.4.3.3. JohnF: If it doesn’t address a comment, I don’t know how to allow---it would be out of order.

1.4.3.4. Mathilde: Does anyone else remember a comment like that?

1.4.3.5. Greg: There have been many comments like that, but not recently.

1.4.3.6. JohnF: The paper will be out of order, since we can’t couple to a comment.  

1.4.3.7. IvanO: Can someone put in a comment with it so we can address next go-round?

1.4.3.8. JohnF: No, that would conflict with the process.

1.4.3.9. IvanO: I have no choice but to withdraw it.  I will try to find someone with a related comment, and bring it up later.

1.4.3.10. JohnF: Any other papers?

1.4.3.11. Floyd:  I have a paper to present now.

1.4.3.12. Secretarial note: JohnF Exits 5:05, Mathilde temporarily takes chair, John returns at 5:10 pm.

1.4.4. Presentations

1.4.4.1. Floyd: This paper addresses enhancements to APSD, building upon discussion in Anaheim expressed in a joint proposal document 694.  There was a motion at the last meeting, but time ran out.

1.4.4.2. Secretarial note: JohnF Exits 5:05, Mathilde temporarily takes chair, John returns at 5:10 pm. Floyd presents paper.

1.4.4.3. Floyd: I request a Straw Poll:  “Do we agree that we want the Max SP Length Static?”  Yes or no. Yes 11, No 0.

1.4.4.4. Floyd: I request another Straw Poll: “Do we agree that the downlink AC should be disabled/enabled?”  Yes 6, No 0

1.4.4.5. Floyd: I request another Straw Poll: “Do we agree that uplink AC should be disabled/enabled?”  Yes 8, No 0

1.4.4.6. Floyd: I request another Straw Poll: “Do we agree with TSPEC signaling to override AC configuration?”  Yes 10, No 1

1.4.4.7. Floyd: I request another Straw Poll: “This proposal recaptures the More Data ACK bit.  Should we do so?”  Yes 6, No 2

1.4.4.8. Floyd: I request another Straw Poll (responding to request from Mathilde): “Do we agree that the QAP should be able to turn down particular configuration of the ACs selected at (re)association time?”:  Yes 11, No 1   This concludes the straw polls I need.

1.5. Closing

1.5.1. Recess

1.5.1.1. Any objection to recess?  Hearing none, we are in recess until 7:30pm

1.5.1.2. Recess at 6:00 pm.

2. Monday 7:30 pm Evening Session July 12, 2004

2.1. Opening

2.1.1. Call to order

2.1.1.1. JohnF: The meeting is called to order.

2.1.1.2. Meeting in session at 7:36 pm.

2.2. Process

2.2.1. Presentations (continued)

2.2.1.1. JohnK: John presents document 0767, with treatment of resolutions related to TSPEC parameters. 

2.2.1.2. JohnK:  I wish to make several motions:

2.2.1.3. “Move to decline del Prado1, Soomro2 and Kerry2 for reasons stated in bullet point 3, slide 7 and all bullet points on slide 6 of 0767r0.”

2.2.1.4. Srini Seconds

2.2.1.5. JenniferB: I move to table the motion, based on the fact that none of the commenters is present.

2.2.1.6. JohnF: We shall vote on tabling the motion.  The vote fails 3 yes,10 no, 0 abstain.

2.2.1.7. JohnF: We now vote on the motion itself.  The vote passes.  10 yes, 2 no, 1 abstain..

2.2.1.8. JohnK: “Move to decline del Prado2, Soomro1, Soomro3 and Kerry1 for reasons stated on slide 3, bullet point 2 of 0767r0”

2.2.1.9. Second Srini

2.2.1.10. JohnF: We shall vote on the motion.  The motion passes 10 yes, 2 no, 1 abstain.  

2.2.1.11. JohnK: “Move to accept the suggested resolution in Kandala 50”

2.2.1.12. Second Srini

2.2.1.13. JohnF: We shall vote on the motion.  The vote passes 9 yes, 0 no, 4 abstain.  Are there any other comment actions. 

2.2.1.14. Srini: I have written resolutions for about 25 comments in advance corresponding to “low hanging fruit”, which I hope to present tomorrow.

2.2.1.15. JohnF: Anything else?

2.2.1.16. MarkB: I would like to conduct some straw polls on APSD.

2.2.1.17. JohnF: OK, Proceed.

2.2.1.18. MarkB: “Should multiple ACs per service period be allowed?”  I would like to poll “yes” and  “no”, including  voters and non-voters.  My intention is to encourage discussion on the issue. 

2.2.1.19. JohnF: (responding to discussion by Mathilde on Wi-Fi dialogs regarding APSD) I want to divide this away from Wi-Fi issues.  Straw Polls are not debates, they should be kept simple.  If you don’t understand all the details, then say “I abstain/don’t know”.

2.2.1.20. Greg: We should have four categories instead.  “Yes”, “No”, “Abstain” and “Don’t Know”

2.2.1.21. JohnF: OK, let’s take the vote. 14 yes, 1 no, 2 abstain, 3 don’t know.

2.2.1.22. MarkB: “Should multiple ACs per service period be mandatory (for stations implementing APSD assuming the traffic is present?” 0 yes, 11 no, 0 abstain, 4 don’t know.

2.2.1.23. MarkB: “Should overlapping service periods be allowed?” 2 yes,10 no, 4 don’t care/abstain, 3 don’t know.

2.2.1.24. JohnF: Any other members with comments or presentations?

2.2.1.25. IvanO: Srini found comment 0328 on line 564, Mike Moreton/16, relevant to my paper.  I would like to present it now, with a motion and vote tomorrow.  Presents document 0744 (author will add title page to file on server) on  Block ACK.

2.2.1.26. JohnF: A reminder regarding ad-hoc Power-Save, EDCA and Other.  Floyd has indicated that he will remain in the room, so that anyone wanting to discuss power-save resolutions could do so.

2.3. Closing

2.3.1. Recess

2.3.1.1. Unless there is an objection, I will recess until 10:30 am Tuesday. Seeing none, we are recessed until then.

2.3.1.2. Recessed at 8:37 pm.

3. Tuesday 10:30 am Morning Session July 13, 2004

3.1. Opening

3.1.1. Call to Order

3.1.1.1. JohnF: The meeting is called to order

3.1.1.2. Reconvene at10:35 am.

3.2. Comment Resolution Process Update

3.2.1.1. JohnF:  Duncan, do you want to help with the PAR extension? 

3.2.1.2. Duncan: Not ready yet.  Will work for readiness at 1:30 pm session.

3.2.1.3. JohnF:  I am going to give Srini an opportunity to discuss the comments and resolutions recorded so far.  Then I shall recess for members to review the document.  Then we shall do a block vote on the resolutions after re-convening.

3.2.1.4. Srini: Document 0627r2 contains the current resolution spreadsheet with comment resolutions I have added.  

3.2.1.5. Floyd: While we wait for Srini to set up, I would like to say that the ad-hoc group has been working on power save, with discussion of several proposals for resolution of power save issues.  We plan to move on 0695r1 later, as it contains normative text for power save joint ad-hoc recommendations.

3.2.1.6. Srini: This document (627r2) has been on server since last Friday, with comments with resolutions written.  Green rows mark ad-hoc group recommendations completed last time, but not acted upon.  I shall ask that we examine the document and then do a block acceptance.  These are fixes for minor bugs or issues visited several times over the past years with member-determined agreement on way to go.

3.3. Closing

3.3.1. Recess

3.3.1.1. JohnF:  Any questions for Srini?  No.  Any objections to recess until 11:00 am?  Hearing none, we are recessed until 11:00 am.

3.3.1.2. Recessed at 10:49am.

3.4. Opening

3.4.1. Call to Order

3.4.1.1. JohnF: The meeting will come to order.

3.4.1.2. Meeting in session at 11:00 am

3.5. Process

3.5.1. Comment Resolution Motions

3.5.1.1. Srini: There was some confusion.  The document contains several resolutions, and I shall be asking that we act on all of them, not just the green ones.  I wish to move that we accept the resolutions as written.  Are there any questions or comments that would prompt us to remove any of the proposed resolutions?

3.5.1.2. AndrewE: Comment #23?

3.5.1.3. Srini: Comment 23 had a long resolution, and it will be removed from the block motion.

3.5.1.4. AndrewE: Comment #86?

3.5.1.5. Srini: This is a comment wondering if 802.11e can be used for medical applications, especially life-critical ones. 

3.5.1.6. Duncan: There is a liability here in using unlicensed for life-critical functions.

3.5.1.7. Srini: We shall remove this one.

3.5.1.8. AndrewE: Comment #289?

3.5.1.9. Srini:  Would you like it removed?

3.5.1.10. Estrada: No, just questioning…No need to remove.

3.5.1.11. Srini: This is only an editorial comment.  If no more issues,  I wish to move:

3.5.1.12. “Move to accept the resolutions as written in 04/627r2 for the comments for which resolutions have been written in 04/627r2 with the exception of comments, Amann/5 (Comment #23), Cooper/1 (Comment #86), and Siep/10 (comment 284).”

3.5.1.13. Greg seconds.

3.5.1.14. JohnF:  Is there any objection to passing this motion? Seeing none, the motion passes unanimously.

3.6. Closing

3.6.1. Recess

3.6.1.1. JohnF: Is there any objection to recessing to allow the ad-hoc groups to process resolutions?  Seeing none we are recessed until 1:30 pm.

3.6.1.2. Recessed at 11:10 am.

4. Tuesday 1:30 pm Afternoon Session July 13, 2004

4.1. Opening

4.1.1. Call to Order

4.1.1.1. JohnF: Called meeting to order

4.1.1.2. Meeting reconvened at 1:39 pm.  

4.2. Resolution Progress Discussion

4.2.1.1. JohnF: Are there any resolutions or papers?

4.2.1.2. Floyd:  I will  be bringing a motion to the floor on behalf of the ad-hoc power-save group.

4.2.1.3. JohnF:  I would like to go through the PAR extension request.  I would like to determine that the group is OK with submitting Duncan’s work on extending the PAR. 

4.2.1.4. Duncan: Basically a formality, but necessary.  The only substantive bit is why an extension is required, and why the extra time will help. 90% of draft is stable, agreed to by Srini.  Corrected mistake on “first draft date” on form to March 01 from March 04.  No document number yet.

4.2.1.5. JohnF: Must get document number for motion: [Supplies number]  04-0791.

4.2.1.6. “Move for TGe to submit a PAR extension request as presented in Document 11-04-0791-00-000e”  Seconded by Duncan

4.2.1.7. JohnF: Let’s vote.  Vote Yes 27, No 0, Abstain 0  Is there any other resolution business ready?

4.2.1.8. Floyd: “Move to instruct the TGe editor to incorporate the normative text in document 11-04-0695r0 into the 802.11e draft, with the following changes to the definition of the Max SP Length in document 11-04-0695r0

4.2.1.9. - The Max SP Length is shortened to two bits (bit 1 and bit 2 in the QoS Info field) and the More Data Ack bit (bit 3 in the QoS Info field) is retained

4.2.1.10. - The final two paragraphs of document 11-04-0695r0 are modified as follows (shown on the next page…)

4.2.1.11. ‘Move to instruct the editor to incorporate the following text into the 802.11e draft (changes relative to document 11-04-0695r0 are shown in blue)

4.2.1.12. Max SP Length subfield is 2 bits in length and indicates the maximum number of downlink frames the QAP may deliver to a non-AP QSTA during any service period triggered by the non-AP QSTA.  Values in the Max SP Length subfield shal be set as follows by a non-AP QSTA.

4.2.1.13. Max SP Length = 00

QAP may release all buffered frames

4.2.1.14. Max SP Length = 01

Maximum of 2 frames per SP

4.2.1.15. Max SP Length = 10

Maximum of 4 frames per SP

4.2.1.16. Max SP Length = 11

Maximum of 6 frames per SP’ ”
4.2.1.17. Greg: Is there any way we can adopt a “merger” of Floyd’s and Mathilde’s proposals?

4.2.1.18. JohnF:  [to Floyd] Do you wish to continue?

4.2.1.19. Floyd: Yes  Motion seconded by JohnK.

4.2.1.20. JohnF: Any discussion?  

4.2.1.21. Jennifer: Would it be possible to modify this later in the week?

4.2.1.22. JohnF: Can move to reconsider later in the week.

4.2.1.23. Duncan: Move to table. ThomasK seconds

4.2.1.24. JohnF: Let us vote on the motion.  Vote Fails 5-15-7 Back to the main motion. More discussion?

4.2.1.25. AndrewE:  Speak in favor.  Proposal in circulation for several weeks downloaded last Thursday, with much discussion following.  Enough time to formulate concerns regarding the issues involved.  To delay would invoke downside because will pick up more comments on recirculation.  Progress will be slowed by trying to add more.

4.2.1.26. JohnF: Speak against the motion?

4.2.1.27. Greg: I advocate a joint proposal, without ambiguity regarding More Bits.

4.2.1.28. JohnF: Before I ask for a second are there any comments? [Much discussion on details of implementation and candidate changes]

4.2.1.29. JohnK: Suggest 10 minute recess to allow for further wording

4.3. Closing

4.3.1. Recess

4.3.1.1. JohnF: Do we have anything else before we break?  Is there any objection to 15 minute recess?  Hearing none, we are recessed until 2:45 pm.

4.3.1.2. Recessed at 2:27 pm.

4.4. Opening

4.4.1. Call to order

4.4.1.1. JohnF: The meeting is called or order.

4.4.1.2. Meeting called to order at 2:45 pm  

4.5. Process

4.5.1. Comment Resolution

4.5.1.1. JohnF: There is a motion on the floor.

4.5.1.2. Duncan: Can we move to postpone?  I would like to move to postpone until 1:30 pm tomorrow.

4.5.1.3. JohnF: There is a motion to postpone.  I believe this motion is debatable.  Is there a second?  Greg seconds.  Any debate on motion?

4.5.1.4. MarkB: Can we confirm there is still enough time for the editor to meet time constraints?

4.5.1.5. Srini: I think it can be ready.

4.5.1.6. Duncan: I move “To postpone the main motion brought by Floyd Simpson until the TGe Wednesday afternoon session beginning at 1:30 pm”

4.5.1.7. JohnF: Is there any objection to postpone.  Hearing no objection, the motion is postponed as stated.  Srini, you have the floor.

4.5.1.8. Srini: I would like to get a feel for the disposition of the group for the comment on line 151.  I wish to move:

4.5.1.9. Move to resolve comment 151 with the resolution: “ Comment declined.  The group believes that there are benefits to using the mechanism in certain cases”

4.5.1.10. Second MarkB

4.5.1.11. JohnF: Any discussion on the motion? None  Any objection to accepting the motion.  None, so motion passes unanimously.

4.5.1.12. Srini: The next comment is 153, More Data Ack Bit.  There a few who think it should be kept.  I wish to move:

4.5.1.13. Move to resolve comment 153 with the resolution: “ Comment declined.  The group believes that there are benefits to using the mechanism in certain cases”

4.5.1.14. Second MarkB

4.5.1.15. JohnF: Is there any objection to accepting the motion.  None, so motion passes unanimously.

4.5.1.16. Srini: Next is comment 282.

4.5.1.17. Duncan: I suggest that this comment be declined, as it has no technical impact.

4.5.1.18. JohnF: Do you wish to so move?

4.5.1.19. Duncan: I move to decline the comment

4.5.1.20. Move to resolve comment 282 with the resolution: “Comment declined.  The comment has no technical impact.”

4.5.1.21. Second Ivan

4.5.1.22. Duncan: I move to call the question. JohnK seconds.

4.5.1.23. JohnF: Are there any objections? No. The question is called.  We shall vote. The vote is technical, requiring 75%.  The motion passes 9 yes, 3 no, 4 abstain..

4.5.1.24. Srini: Next comment is 186.  This should not have been accepted because we did not have a consensus. 

4.5.1.25. JohnF: To allow reconsideration you must state why you feel it is necessary.

4.5.1.26. Srini: It is better handled in the fast-roaming TG.

4.5.1.27. JohnF: You are the commenter.  You have no reason to say it is incorrect.  Therefore, I see no basis for reconsideration.

4.5.1.28. Duncan: I feel that the load element is necessary, but motion must be brought for reconsideration by someone who voted for it..

4.5.1.29. Mathilde: I voted for it and I move that we should reconsider.

4.5.1.30. MarkB seconds for reconsideration.

4.5.1.31. JohnF: Is there any objection to reconsider?  None, so motion to reconsider passes.

4.5.1.32. Duncan: Move to amend the motion to resolve comment 183 with the resolution: “Comment declined. the functionality provided by the QBSS Load element is different from that being considered by the Fast Roaming TG.”

4.5.1.33. Seconded by Ivan

4.5.1.34. Any objection to accepting this motion?  None, so motion passes.

4.5.1.35. JohnF: Anything else from anyone in the room?  In order to go for RevCom in November, we must finish the draft this week.

4.5.1.36. Srini: We have 138 comments remaining.  546r5 will be the new comments document and I will upload shortly.

4.6. Closing

4.6.1. Recess

4.6.1.1. JohnF: If there is no objection, we will recess until 8:00 am tomorrow.   Seeing none, we are recessed.

4.6.1.2. Recess at 3:22 pm.

5. Wednesday 8:00 am Morning Session July 14, 2004

5.1. Opening

5.1.1. Call to Order

5.1.1.1. JohnF:  The meeting is called to order

5.1.1.2. Meeting called to order at 8:09 am

5.2. Process

5.2.1. Comment Resolution Continuation

5.2.1.1. JohnF:  We would like to pick up with Floyd, whose motion was postponed until Wednesday afternoon.

5.2.1.2. Greg: The compromise has been up on the server since last night.  We need the motion to have an r1 instead of r0, and must list the comments addressed.

5.2.1.3. Srini: You can do the latter by making a separate motion.

5.2.1.4. JohnF: Where do we stand on power-save resolutions?

5.2.1.5. Floyd: We have resolved 19 power-save comments.  About 38 will be resolved by the compromise proposal.  There’s an additional 5 or so which could be addressed  by Annex H being worked by Mathilde.  I will produce a document addressing the remaining 19.

5.2.1.6. JohnF:  Please add a note describing the color-coding you are using.

5.2.1.7. IvanO:  I have a motion regarding Block ACK.  On Monday I presented a document outlining a proposal for improving Block ACK capabilities.  I wish to move:

5.2.1.8. “Request that the Editor incorporate changes in document 11-04-0745-00-000e relating to Block Ack Identifier (BID) into the TGe draft.”

5.2.1.9. JohnF: Who is the commenter to which this is attached? 0328, Mike Moreton 

5.2.1.10. Second by Srini

5.2.1.11. JohnF: Call the question.  Vote: 1 yes, 4 no, 14 abstain

5.2.1.12. JohnK: I wish to address a resolution on the TSPEC.  I wish to move:

5.2.1.13. “Move to accept the following resolution to Myles/20.  ‘Comment declined.  Although the TSPEC has many parameters, there is an Annex that describes their use for typical applications, aiding developers.  Moreover, accepting this change would not fix anything that is broken with the protocol, nor add any required functionality.’ “

5.2.1.14. Greg seconds

5.2.1.15. Hearing no discussion.  Is there any objection to accepting the motion.  No objections. The motion passes unanimously.

5.2.1.16. JohnK: Comment 316, Tan/7  I wish to move:

5.2.1.17. “Move to decline the comment Tan/7 for the same reason as in comment 151”

5.2.1.18. Mat Sherman seconds.

5.2.1.19. Any more discussion?

5.2.1.20. JohnF: I call the question.  Is there any objection to accepting this motion?  None.  Motion passes unanimously.

5.2.1.21. JohnK: Comment 175. 

5.2.1.22. “Move to decline the comment Kandala/55 for the reason that “the group believes there is benefit to this feature.”

5.2.1.23. Moved by JohnK, seconded Bob Miller

5.2.1.24. JohnF: Any discussion?  Hearing none, is there any objection to accepting this motion? None.  The motion passes unanimously.

5.2.1.25. JohnK: I wish to propose Kandala/57 consideration.  I wish to move:

5.2.1.26. “Move to accept the proposed resolution to Kandala/57” 

5.2.1.27. Greg seconds

5.2.1.28. JohnF: Is there any discussion on the motion?  None.  Is there any objection to accepting the motion? None.  Hearing none, the motion passes.

5.2.1.29. JohnK: I’m done.

5.2.1.30. JohnF:  We appear to have a shot at recirculation, so we should try to complete resolutions to all comments.  Are there any other resolutions ready?

5.2.1.31. Floyd: I wish to announce that 0804 is on the server with proposed resolutions shown in green.  I want to bring forward the vote on the motion to this morning.

5.2.1.32. JohnF:  I do not want a protest by someone who anticipated the previously announced schedule to miss the activity.  I would like to recess until 1:30 pm.

5.3. Closing

5.3.1. Recess

5.3.1.1. JohnF:  We are recessed.

5.3.1.2. Recessed at 9:10 am.

6. ----------------------END OF MINUTES----------------------------
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