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The Comments
	CID
	Page
	Clause
	Comment
	Proposed Change
	Owning Ad-hoc

	11001
	111.21
	6.3.7.5.2
	Editor's Note: There is no clear 1:1mapping between these values andthe Status Code values. This field issupposed to determine the contentsof the Status Code field of the AssociateResponse frame. There arecodes above that appear to have nocounterpart in Table 8-35, and thereare Status Codes there related toassociation that have no counterparthere.
	Add a "name" column to the Status Code definitions, review all Clause 6 parameters that are intended to map into a Status Code field value and populate name column in Status Code definition where there is a clear match with an existing Status Code description.Reserve new Status Code entries for any such unmatched Clause 6 parameter, inventing new names or descriptions as appropriate.
	GEN

	11002
	120.23
	6.3.8.5.2
	Editor's Note: List does not match"refused" list in confirm
	Copy ResultCode enumation list from .confirm primitive.
	GEN


Proposed resolution

Agree in principle.  Make changes as indicated in document 11-11-0316r<latest>,  which achieves the intent of the proposed change.
Discussion

The status code and reason code definitions could be improved:

· Some of them are defined using an explanatory paragraph, so an alternative form of representation is needed in Clause 6,  where short names rather than essays are required for enumeration lists.
· Sometimes the mapping between clause 6 names and clause 8 assignments is unclear.

· This lack of clarity resulted in mapping tables, such as in 10.4.4.
· This mapping table essentially provides a short name for a subset of Status Code values.

· The danger (realized multiple times) is that people don’t realize this is the same namespace as (in this case) the Status Code values,  and groups allocate themselves values independently from the Status Code table.

· This happened recently,  and even the ANA misunderstood what was happening and allowed independent allocations from this subset namespace.

I believe the following fixups are necessary:

· Add a “name” column to status code and result code tables.

· Remove any (Clause 10) mapping tables of short name to Status Code or Reason Code by merging their name columns into the status code or result code tables.   
· Ensure that each enumeration value used in Clause 6 maps exactly onto the name field of a Clause 8 Status/Reason code table entry,  adding new codes as necessary,  or adding names to existing entries where there is a clear correspondence.

· Replace any recent additions in Clause 6 that use the “essay form” to refer to one of these codes with a shorter name,  and add names to status/reason codes to support this as necessary.
· Ensure consistency between .confirm and .response by making the enumerated list of the .confirm contain all the values in the .response.
The Changes

Changes are specified relative to D7.03.

Change Table 8-35 as follows:

	
	· Reason codes 

	Reason code
	Name
	Meaning

	0
	
	Reserved

	1
	
	Unspecified reason

	2
	
	Previous authentication no longer valid

	3
	
	Deauthenticated because sending STA is leaving (or has left) IBSS or ESS

	4
	
	Disassociated due to inactivity

	5
	
	Disassociated because AP is unable to handle all currently associated STAs

	6
	
	Class 2 frame received from nonauthenticated STA

	7
	
	Class 3 frame received from nonassociated STA

	8
	
	Disassociated because sending STA is leaving (or has left) BSS

	9
	
	STA requesting (re)association is not authenticated with responding STA

	10
	
	Disassociated because the information in the Power Capability element is -unacceptable

	11
	
	Disassociated because the information in the Supported Channels element is -unacceptable

	12
	
	Disassociated due to BSS Transition Management(11v)

	13
	
	Invalid (#1684)element, i.e., an (#1684)element defined in this standard for which the content does not meet the specifications in Clause 8 (Frame formats)

	14
	
	Message integrity code (MIC) failure

	15
	
	4-Way Handshake timeout

	16
	
	Group Key Handshake timeout

	17
	
	(#1684)element in 4-Way Handshake different from (Re)Association Request/Probe Response/Beacon frame

	18
	
	Invalid group cipher

	19
	
	Invalid pairwise cipher

	20
	
	Invalid AKMP

	21
	
	Unsupported RSN (#1684)element version

	22
	
	Invalid RSN (#1684)element capabilities

	23
	
	IEEE 802.1X authentication failed

	24
	
	Cipher suite rejected because of the security policy

	25(11z)
	
	TDLS direct-link teardown due to TDLS peer STA unreachable via the TDLS direct link

	26(11z)
	
	TDLS direct-link teardown for unspecified reason

	27(11u)
	
	Disassociated because session terminated by SSP request

	28(11u)
	
	Disassociated because of lack of SSP roaming agreement

	29(11u)
	
	Requested service rejected because of SSP cipher suite or AKM requirement

	30(11u)
	
	Requested service not authorized in this location

	31(11n)
	SERVICE_CHANGE_PRECLUDES_TS
	TS deleted because QoS AP lacks sufficient bandwidth for this QoS STA due to a change in BSS service characteristics or operational mode (e.g., an HT BSS change from 40 MHz channel to 20 MHz channel)

	32
	
	Disassociated for unspecified, QoS-related reason

	33
	
	Disassociated because QoS AP lacks sufficient bandwidth for this QoS STA

	34
	
	Disassociated because excessive number of frames need to be acknowledged, but are not acknowledged due to AP transmissions and/or poor channel conditions

	35
	
	Disassociated because STA is transmitting outside the limits of its TXOPs

	36
	STA_LEAVING
	Requested from peer STA as the STA is leaving the BSS (or resetting)

	37
	END_TS
END_BA
END_DLS
	Requested from peer STA as it does not want to use the mechanism

	38
	UNKNOWN_TS
UNKNOWN_BA
	Requested from peer STA as the STA received frames using the mechanism for which a setup is required

	39
	TIMEOUT
	Requested from peer STA due to timeout

	45
	PEERKEY_MISMATCH
	Peer STA does not support the requested cipher suite

	46(11u)
	PEER_INITIATED

	In a DLS Teardown frame: The teardown was initiated by the DLS peer.
In a Disassociation frame: Disassociated because authorized access limit reached

	47(11u)
	AP_INITIATED

	In a DLS Teardown frame:  The teardown was initiated by the AP.

In a Disassociation frame: Disassociated due to external service requirements


	48(Ed)
	
	Invalid FT Action frame count(#1252)

	49(Ed)
	
	Invalid pairwise master key identifier (PMKI)(#1252)

	50(Ed)
	
	Invalid MDE(#1252)

	51(Ed)
	
	Invalid FTE(#1252)

	52(Ed)–65 535
	
	Reserved


Change Table 8-36 as follows:

	
	· Status codes 

	Status code
	Name
	Meaning

	0
	SUCCESS
	Successful

	1
	REFUSED, REFUSED_REASON_UNSPECIFIED
	Unspecified failure

	2(11z)
	
	TDLS wakeup schedule rejected but alternative schedule provided

	3(11z)
	
	TDLS wakeup schedule rejected

	4
	
	Reserved

	5(11z)
	
	Security disabled

	6(11z)
	
	Unacceptable lifetime

	7(11z)
	
	Not in same BSS

	8–9(11z)
	
	Reserved

	10
	REFUSED_CAPABILITIES_MISMATCH
	Cannot support all requested capabilities in the Capability Information field

	11
	
	Reassociation denied due to inability to confirm that association exists

	12
	
	Association denied due to reason outside the scope of this standard

	13
	
	Responding STA does not support the specified authentication algorithm

	14
	
	Received an Authentication frame with authentication transaction sequence number out of expected sequence

	15
	
	Authentication rejected because of challenge failure

	16
	
	Authentication rejected due to timeout waiting for next frame in sequence

	17
	
	Association denied because AP is unable to handle additional associated STAs

	18
	REFUSED_BASIC_RATES_MISMATCH
	Association denied due to requesting STA not supporting all of the data rates in the BSSBasicRateSet parameter

	19
	
	Association denied due to requesting STA not supporting the short preamble option

	20
	
	Association denied due to requesting STA not supporting the PBCC modulation option

	21
	
	Association denied due to requesting STA not supporting the Channel Agility option

	22
	
	Association request rejected because Spectrum Management capability is required

	23
	
	Association request rejected because the information in the Power Capability -element is unacceptable

	24
	
	Association request rejected because the information in the Supported Channels -element is unacceptable

	25
	
	Association denied due to requesting STA not supporting the Short Slot Time option

	26
	
	Association denied due to requesting STA not supporting the DSSS-OFDM option

	27(11r)
	
	Association denied because the requesting STA does not support HT features(11n)

	28(11r)
	
	R0KH unreachable

	29(11r)
	
	Association denied because the requesting STA does not support the phased coexistence operation (PCO) transition time required by the AP(11n)

	30(11w)
	REFUSED_TEMPORARILY
	Association request rejected temporarily; try again later

	31(11w)
	
	Robust Management frame policy violation

	32
	
	Unspecified, QoS-related failure

	33
	
	Association denied because QoS AP has insufficient bandwidth to handle another QoS STA

	34
	
	Association denied due to excessive frame loss rates and/or poor conditions on current operating channel

	35
	
	Association (with QoS BSS) denied because the requesting STA does not support the QoS -facility

	36
	
	Reserved

	37
	REFUSED
	The request has been declined

	38
	INVALID_PARAMETERS
	The request has not been successful as one or more parameters have invalid values

	39
	REJECTED_WITH_SUGGESTED_CHANGES
	The TS has not been created because the request cannot be honored; however, a suggested TSPEC is provided so that the initiating STA may attempt to set another TS with the suggested changes to the TSPEC

	40
	
	Invalid (#1684)element, i.e., an (#1684)element defined in this standard for which the content does not meet the specifications in Clause 8 (Frame formats)

	41
	
	Invalid group cipher

	42
	
	Invalid pairwise cipher

	43
	
	Invalid AKMP

	44
	
	Unsupported RSN (#1684)element version

	45
	
	Invalid RSN (#1684)element capabilities

	46
	
	Cipher suite rejected because of security policy

	47
	REJECTED_FOR_DELAY_PERIOD
	The TS has not been created; however, the HC may be capable of creating a TS, in response to a request, after the time indicated in the TS Delay element

	48
	NOT_ALLOWED
	Direct link is not allowed in the BSS by policy

	49
	NOT_PRESENT
	The Destination STA is not present within this BSS

	50
	NOT_QOS_STA
	The Destination STA is not a QoS STA

	51
	
	Association denied because the ListenInterval is too large

	52(11r)
	
	Invalid FT Action frame count

	53(11r)
	
	Invalid pairwise master key identifier (PMKID)

	54(11r)
	
	Invalid MDE(#1684)

	55(11r)
	
	Invalid FTE(#1684)

	56(11v)
	
	Requested TCLAS processing is not supported by the AP.

	57(11v)
	
	The AP has insufficient TCLAS processing resources to satisfy the request.

	58(11v)
	
	The TS has not been created because the request cannot be honored; however, the HC suggests the STA transitions to other BSSs to setup the TS.

	59(11u)
	ADVERTISEMENT_PROTOCOL_NOT_SUPPORTED
	GAS Advertisement Protocol not supported

	60(11u)
	NO_OUTSTANDING_REQUEST
	No outstanding GAS request

	61(11u)
	RESPONSE_NOT_RECEIVED_FROM _SERVER
	GAS Response not received from the Advertisement Server

	62(11u)
	GAS_QUERY_TIMEOUT
	STA timed out waiting for GAS Query Response

	63(11u)
	QUERY_RESPONSE_TOO_LARGE
	GAS Response is larger than query response length limit

	64(11u)
	REJECTED_HOME_WITH_SUGGESTED_CHANGES
	Request refused because home network does not support request



	65(11u)
	SERVER_UNREACHABLE
	Advertisement Server in the network is not currently reachable

	66(Ed)
	
	Reserved

	67(11u)
	REJECTED_FOR_SSP_PERMISSIONS
	Request refused due to permissions received via SSPN interface

	68(11u)
	
	Request refused because AP does not support unauthenticated access

	69-71(Ed)
	
	Reserved

	72(11z)
	
	Invalid contents of RSNE

	73(11v)
	
	U-APSD Coexistence is not supported.

	74(11v)
	
	Requested U-APSD Coexistence mode is not
supported.

	75(11v)
	
	Requested Interval/Duration value cannot be 
supported with U-APSD Coexistence.

	76–78 (11v)(11u)
	
	Reserved

	79(11u)
	TRANSMISSION_FAILURE
	Transmission failure

	80(11v)
	REQUESTED_TCLAS_NOT_SUPPORTED
	Requested TCLAS Not Supported.

	81(11v)
	TCLAS_RESOURCES_EXHAUSTED
	TCLAS Resources Exhausted.

	82(11v)
	REJECTED_WITH_SUGGESTED_BSS_TRANSITION
	Rejected with Suggested BSS Transition.

	83–65 535 (11z)
	
	Reserved


Editor: Request the following new status codes from the ANA and add to above table with specified description.
	Name
	Used in primitive
	Description

	REFUSED_EXTERNAL_REASON
	ASSOCIATE
	(Re)association refused for some external reason

	REFUSED_AP_OUT_OF_MEMORY
	ASSOCIATE
	(Re)association refused because of memory limits at the AP

	REJECTED_EMERGENCY_SERVICES_NOT_SUPPORTED
	ASSOCIATE
	(Re)association refused because emergency services are not supported at the AP.

	QUERY_RESPONSE_OUTSTANDING
	GAS & PDGAS
	

(no description proposed at present,  this may be updated later)


· TS setup

Change para 14 of 10.4.4 as follows and delete table 10-2.
The (#2243)HC’s MLME(#4050) transmits an ADDTS Response frame containing this TSPEC and status. The encoding of the ResultCode values to Status Code field values is defined inTable 8-36.

	· 

	
	

	
	

	
	

	
	

	
	

	
	

	
	

	
	

	
	

	
	


· TS deletion

Change 10.4.9 as follows:
There are two types of TS deletion: non-AP STA-initiated and HC-initiated. In both cases, the SME entity above the MAC generates an MLME-DELTS.request primitive specifying the TSID and direction of the TS to be deleted and the reason for deleting the TS. This causes the MAC to send a DELTS Action frame. The encoding of ReasonCode values to Reason Code field (see 8.4.1.7 (Reason Code field)) values is defined in Table 8-35..

	· 

	
	

	
	

	
	

	
	

	
	

	
	


Also merge entries from list above into enumerations in .request/.confirm in MLME-DELTS primitives.
· Procedure at the recipient

Change 10.5.2.3 as follows:
A recipient shall operate as follows in order to support Block Ack initialization and modification: 

· When an ADDBA Request frame is received from another STA, the MLME shall issue an MLME-ADDBA.indication primitive.

· Upon receipt of the MLME-ADDBA.response primitive, the STA shall respond by an ADDBA Response frame with a result code as defined in 8.5.5.3 (ADDBA Response frame format).(Ed)

· If the result code is SUCCESS, the Block Ack is considered to be established with the originator. Contained in the frame are the type of Block Ack and the number of buffers that have been allocated for the support of this block. 

· If the result code is REFUSED, the Block Ack is not considered to have been established. 

The encoding of ResultCode values to Status Code field values is defined inTable 8-36.

	· 

	
	

	
	

	
	

	
	


Also remove TIMEOUT from ADDBA.response enumeration.
· Procedure at the initiator of the Block Ack teardown

Change 10.5.3.2 as follows:
Upon receipt of an MLME-DELBA.request primitive, the (#2243)(#3098)(#3121)MLME shall tear down the Block Ack using the following procedure:

· The MLME(#3121) shall transmit a DELBA frame.

· Upon the receipt of an acknowledgment to the DELBA frame, the MLME issues an MLME-DELBA.confirm primitive.

The encoding of ReasonCode values to Reason Code field (see 8.4.1.7 (Reason Code field)) values is defined in Table 8-35. 
	· 

	
	

	
	

	
	

	
	

	
	


Add TIMEOUT to enumeration in DELBA.request
· Setup procedure at the AP

Change 10.7.2.3 as follows:
Upon receipt of the DLS Request frame (step 1a in Figure 10-15 (The four steps involved in direct-link handshake)), the AP shall 

· Send DLS Response frame to the STA that sent the DLS Request frame with a result code of Not Allowed in the BSS, if direct links are not allowed in the BSS (step 2b in Figure 10-15 (The four steps involved in direct-link handshake)), or for the AP with dot11SSPNInterfaceActivated set to true(Ed) with a result code of Not Allowed by SSP if the dot11NonAPStationAuthDls MIB variable in either of the non-AP STA’s dot11InterworkingTable is false.(11u)

· Send DLS Response frame to the STA that sent the DLS Request frame with a result code of Not Present, if the destination STA is not present in the BSS (step 2b in Figure 10-15 (The four steps involved in direct-link handshake)).

· Send DLS Response frame to the STA that sent the DLS Request frame with a result code of Not a QoS(#1519) STA, if the destination STA does not have QoS facility (step 2b in Figure 10-15 (The four steps involved in direct-link handshake)).

· Send the DLS Request frame, with all fields having the same value as the DLS Request frame received by the AP, to the destination STA (step 1b in Figure 10-15 (The four steps involved in direct-link handshake)), independently of whether the AP is capable of decoding all of the fields in the body of the frame.(11n)

Upon receipt of the DLS Response frame from a STA (step 2a in Figure 10-15 (The four steps involved in direct-link handshake)), the AP shall send DLS Response frame to the source STA (step 2b in Figure 10-15 (The four steps involved in direct-link handshake)).

The mapping of Status Code field values to ResultCode parameter values in an MLME-DLS.confirm primitive is defined in Table 8-36. 
	· 

	
	

	
	

	
	

	
	

	
	

	
	

	
	


Delete TIMEOUT from DLS.confirm enumeration.
· STA-initiated DLS teardown procedure

Change 10.7.4.2 as follows:
Upon receipt of MLME-DLSTeardown.request primitive from the SME, the STA shall initiate the -teardown of the direct link by sending the DLS Teardown frame to the AP. The applicable values of ReasonCode defined in Table 10-8 (Encoding of ReasonCode to Reason Code field value for DLS -teardown).  The encoding of the Reason Code field is defined in Table 8-35.
	· ReasonCode values for DLS -teardown

	ReasonCode
	
	Applicable at

	STA_LEAVING
	
	Non-AP STA

	END_DLS
	
	Non-AP STA

	UNKNOWN_DLS 
	
	Non-AP STA

	TIMEOUT
	
	Non-AP STA

	PEERKEY_MISMATCH
	
	AP

	PEER_INITIATED
	
	AP and Non-AP STA

	AP_INITIATED
	
	Non-AP STA


Merge entries from list above into DLSTeardown.request/.indication primitives.
· STA procedures to post a GAS Query to an Advertisement Server(11u)

Change 10.24.3.1.3 as follows:
Upon receipt of a GAS Initial Request frame, an MLME-GAS.indication primitive shall be issued to the STA’s SME. Upon receipt of an MLME-GAS.response primitive, the STA shall transmit a GAS Initial Response frame to the requesting STA according to the following procedures. If the requesting STA is in the associated state and in the power-save mode, the responding STA shall buffer the frame for transmission according to the procedures in 10.2.1 (Power management in an infrastructure network); otherwise the STA shall queue the frame for transmission.

· If the Advertisement Protocol ID in the Advertisement Protocol element does not equal the value contained in any dot11GASAdvertisementID MIB object, then the STA shall not post the query to an Advertisement Server. The STA shall transmit a directed GAS Initial Response frame to the requesting STA containing a dialog token whose value is identical to the dialog token in the GAS Initial Request frame, a Status Code equal to “GAS Advertisement Protocol not supported” (see Table 8-36), an Advertisement Protocol element containing the Advertisement Protocol ID used in the GAS Initial Request frame and a Comeback Delay and Query Response Length both set to 0. 

	· 

	
	

	
	

	
	

	
	

	
	

	
	

	
	

	
	
Action:  Mike to check with .11u


Merge entries from table above into GAS and PDGAS .response/.confirm primitives.
Change any now dangling references in primitives to refer to appropriate (Status Code / Reason Code) table.
Changes to Clause 6 interfaces

Note,  document 11-11-0284r2 proposes removal of the following .confirms (ignore the **).  These primitives were not checked for the purpose of the current work:

1. DEAUTHENTICATE**

2. DEASSOCIATE **

3. RESET

4. START **

5. MREQUEST **

6. MREPORT **

7. SETKEYS

8. DELETEKEYS

9. 
10. SETPROTECTION

11. DELTS **

12. HL-SYNC

13. DELBA  **

14. SCHEDULE

15. NEIGHBORREPREQ

16. MLME-REMOTE-REQUEST

17. TIMING_ADVERTISEMENT

18. TDLSSETUP-REQUEST

19. TDLSSETUP-RESPONSE

20. TDLSSETUP-CONFIRM

21. TDLSTEARDOWN

22. EVLREQUEST

23. EVVLREPORT

24. DIAGREQUEST

25. DIAGREPORT

26. CLINTERFERENCE REQUEST

27. CLINTERFERENCE RESPONSE

28. CLINTERFERENCE REPORT

29. TIMINGMSMTRQ

30. WNMNOTIFICATIONREQUEST
31. WNMNOTIFICATIONRESPONSE
Note also that the same document proposes removal of some locally-generated ResultCodes.  This is not shown in the changes below.

Note that the following primitives follow a “three primitives” pattern, and are not included in the list above -  i.e. they have .request/.confirm/.indication,  but no response.   It is unclear from these primitives which of the ResultCodes should be locally generated (i.e. not requiring a supporting Status Code) and which are

remotely generated.   I have taken no action on these primitives.

· DLS

· DLSTeardown

· SYNC

· TIMING_ADVERTISEMENT

· TIMINGMSMT

6.3.7.5 MLME-ASSOCIATE.response

6.3.7.5.2 Semantics of the service primitive

Change ResultCode enumeration as follows:

SUCCESS,

REFUSED_REASON_UNSPECIFIED,

REFUSED_CAPABILITIES_MISMATCH,

REFUSED_EXTERNAL_REASON,

REFUSED_AP_OUT_OF_MEMORY,

REFUSED_BASIC_RATES_MISMATCH,

REJECTED_EMERGENCY_SERVICES_-

NOT_SUPPORTED,(11u)

REFUSED_TEMPORARILY

And make matching change to the .confirm
And make matching changes to the REASSOCIATE primitives.
6.3.29.5 MLME-ADDBA.response

6.3.29.5.2 Semantics of the service primitive
Change the ResultCode enumeration as follows:
SUCCESS, REFUSED, INVALID_PARAMETERS
6.3.38.4 MLME-DSETPC.response(11y)

6.3.38.4.2 Semantics of the service primitive(11y)
Modify the .confirm parameter as follows: SUCCESS, INVALID_PARAMETERS, TIMEOUT, REFUSED
· DSE Power Constraint frame format(11y)

Change para6 and Table 8-206 of 8.5.8.10 as follows:
The Reason Result Code field is used to indicate the reason that a DSE Power Constraint frame was generated. The length of the Reason Result Code field is 1 octet. The reason result codes that have been allocated are shown in Table 8-206 (Reason Result Code field values).

	
	· Reason Result Code field values

	Reason Result Code field value
	Name
	Description

	0
	
	Reserved

	1
	
	Reserved

	2
	
	Power constraint requested

	3
	SUCCESS
	Success

	4
	REFUSED
	Refused – no reason specified

	5
	INVALID PARAMETERS
	Request not successful as one or more parameters have invalid values

	6
	
	Reserved

	7
	
	Reserved


	8-255
	
	Reserved


This is as far as the 2011-03-14 meeting got.  We did start on 8.5.8.4,  but then time ran out.
6.3.39.4 MLME-ENABLEMENT.response(11y)

6.3.39.4.2 Semantics of the service primitive(11y)
Modify the ResultCode enumeration as follows:
SUCCESS, REFUSED, INVALID_PARAMETERS, TOO_MANY_SIMULTANEOUS_REQUESTS
· DSE Enablement frame format(11y)

Modify Table 8-204 as follows:
The Reason Result Code field is used to indicate the reason that a DSE Enablement frame was generated. The length of the Reason Result Code field is 1 octet. The reason result codes that have been allocated are shown in Table 8-204 (Reason Result Code field values).

	
	· Reason Result Code field values

	Reason Result Code field value
	Name
	Description

	0
	
	Reserved

	1
	
	Reserved

	2
	
	Enablement requested

	3
	SUCCESS
	Success

	4
	REFUSED
	Request declined

	5
	INVALID_PARAMETERS
	Request not successful as one or more parameters have invalid values

	6
	TOO_MANY_SIMULTANEOUS_REQUESTS
	Enablement denied because the enabling STA is unable to handle additional dependent STAs

	7
	
	Reserved


	8–255
	
	Reserved


6.3.64.3 MLME-TIMBROADCAST.confirm(11v)

6.3.64.3.2 Semantics of the service primitive(11v)

Discussion:   The TimBroadcast Response element contains a status value,  so the only valid values for the ResultCode parameter should be locally-generated statuses.   There are no references in the text to the deleted ResultCodes,  (i.e. there’s no obvious local generation of these codes)  and there’s nowhere for them OTA.

Change the ResultCode enumeration as follows: 

SUCCESS, TRANSMISSION_FAILURE
The same logic applies also to the following:

Make matching changes to the DMS.confirm primitive.

6.3.71.2 MLME-GAS.confirm(11u)

6.3.71.2.2 Semantics of the service primitive(11u)

Discussion:  802.11u allocated a status code (TIMEOUT).

	62(11u)
	TIMEOUT
	STA timed out waiting for GAS Query Response


If this is a timeout between the AP and some external entity providing a GAS response,  then having this as a ResultCode is perfectly reasonable.   However,  the name is overly general in this case,  as it confuses with the locally-generated TIMEOUT on many .confirms.  In R1,  TIMEOUT was renamed GAS_QUERY_TIMEOUT.  
However,  if it is intended to reflect a locally generated status,  then TIMOUT is appropriate,  and the status code 62 should be released as this doesn’t appear on air.


Change the ResultCode enumeration as follows:

SUCCESS, GAS_QUERY_TIMEOUT,

UNSPECIFIED_FAILURE,

ADVERTISEMENT_PROTOCOL_NOT_SUPPORTED,
QUERY_RESPONSE_OUTSTANDING,

QUERY_RESPONSE_TOO_LARGE,

SERVER_UNREACHABLE,

TRANSMISSION_FAILURE

Change TIMEOUT to GAS_QUERY_TIMEOUT in the .response primitive.
Make same changes to PDGAS.confirm.





Abstract


This submission contains a proposed resolution to CID 11001,  which is assigned to the author for resolution.





R1:  updated following 2011-03-14 TGmb meeting.    Changes made during that meeting are highlighted thus.





R2:  Added comment 11002





R3:  Minor adjustments to exclude .11u unanswered questions from changes and tidy up for motioning,   shown thus.








�This value was used by .11e,  but was not caught as allocated in the ANA database,  so it was later re-used by .11u.


�This value was used by .11e,  but was not caught as allocated in the ANA database,  so it was later re-used by .11u.


�Doesn't appear to match name.


�Timeouts are locally generated,  otherwise who is this a timeout with?   It's not in the .response.


�The timeout is locally generated,  no OTA signalling is required.


�There's an editor's note in D7.03 at this point ("This duplication of MLME primitives is unnecessary. A “protected” parameter can distinguish, as used elsewhere in this clause.").  We can either address this now or wait for D8.0.
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