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Abstract
Minutes for the 802.11md REVmd CRC Telecons for May 20 and 22, 2020

R0: May 20th, 2020
R1: May 22nd, 2020


1.0 IEEE 802.11md REVmd CRC Telecon Wednesday May 20, 2020 16:00-18:00 ET
1.1 Called to order at 4:05pm ET by the TG Chair Dorothy STANLEY (HPE)
1.2 Review Patent and Participation Policy
1.2.1 No Issues noted.
1.3 Attendance: -please log with IMAT:
1.3.1 About 13 attendees reported by WebEx
	1. 
	TGmd
	5/20
	Au, Kwok Shum
	Huawei Technologies Co.,  Ltd

	2. 
	TGmd
	5/20
	Derham, Thomas
	Broadcom Corporation

	3. 
	TGmd
	5/20
	Fischer, Matthew
	Broadcom Corporation

	4. 
	TGmd
	5/20
	Goodall, David
	Morse Micro

	5. 
	TGmd
	5/20
	Kwon, Young Hoon
	NXP Semiconductors

	6. 
	TGmd
	5/20
	Levy, Joseph
	InterDigital, Inc.

	7. 
	TGmd
	5/20
	Montemurro, Michael
	BlackBerry

	8. 
	TGmd
	5/20
	Qi, Emily
	Intel Corporation

	9. 
	TGmd
	5/20
	RISON, Mark
	Samsung Cambridge Solution Centre

	10. 
	TGmd
	5/20
	Rosdahl, Jon
	Qualcomm Technologies, Inc.

	11. 
	TGmd
	5/20
	Smith, Graham
	SR Technologies

	12. 
	TGmd
	5/20
	Stanley, Dorothy
	Hewlett Packard Enterprise

	13. 
	TGmd
	5/20
	Venkatesan, Ganesh
	Intel Corporation


1.3.2 Missing from IMAT: None reported
1.4 Review Agenda: 11-20/535r16:
1.4.1 https://mentor.ieee.org/802.11/dcn/20/11-20-0535-16-000m-2020-april-july-teleconference-agendas.docx 
1.4.2 The draft agenda for the teleconferences is below:
1.       Call to order, attendance, and patent policy
a.       Patent Policy: Ways to inform IEEE: 
i. Cause an LOA to be submitted to the IEEE-SA (patcom@ieee.org); or
ii. Provide the chair of this group with the identity of the holder(s) of any and all such claims as soon as possible; or 
iii. Speak up now and respond to this Call for Potentially Essential Patents
If anyone in this meeting is personally aware of the holder of any patent claims that are potentially essential to implementation of the proposed standard(s) under consideration by this group and that are not already the subject of an Accepted Letter of Assurance, please respond at this time by providing relevant information to the WG Chair                                      
b.      Patent, Participation slides: See slides 5-12 in https://mentor.ieee.org/802.11/dcn/20/11-20-0308-00-000m-2020-march-tgmd-agenda.pptx 
2.  Editor report – Emily QI/Edward AU 
3.  Comment resolution:
a) 2020-05-20 Wednesday 4-6pm Eastern 2 hours
i. Ganesh VENKATESAN – CID 4224, https://mentor.ieee.org/802.11/dcn/20/11-20-0758-00-000m-resolution-to-cid-4224.docx 
ii. CIDS 4155, 4159 – confirm resolutions in https://mentor.ieee.org/802.11/dcn/19/11-19-1564-05-000m-originator-block-ack-state.docx and https://mentor.ieee.org/802.11/dcn/17/11-17-0927-59-000m-revmd-mac-comments.xls 
iii. Michael MONTEMURRO - CID 4301 – Confirm resolution, see http://www.ieee802.org/11/email/stds-802-11-tgm/msg01878.html 
iv. Mark RISON – including CIDs 4512 (starting on page 41 of the document), 4516, 4353, 4413, 4501, 4247, 4531 (page 35), 4612 (page 32), 4087 (page 29), 4625 (page 27), 4205 (page 13), 4451 (page 5),  https://mentor.ieee.org/802.11/dcn/20/11-20-0435-03-000m-resolutions-for-some-comments-on-11md-d3-0-sb1.docx 
v. Mark RISON - CIDs – see https://mentor.ieee.org/802.11/dcn/20/11-20-0639-04-000m-selected-rison-discussion-cids.xlsx
4.       AOB
5. Adjourn
1.4.3 Discussion of Agenda
1.4.3.1 No comments on proposed agenda
1.4.4 No objection to updated Agenda see R17
1.5 Editor Report – Emily QI (Intel)
1.5.1 About 95 Comments approved last Friday.
1.5.2 Starting to implement the resolutions into the draft.
1.5.3 Expect D3.4 after motions in June and will include May 15 through the June Motions meeting. – Expect First week of July.
1.5.4 June 19 is the expected Comment Motion plan.
1.5.4.1 We will need to determine if Insufficient Detail Comments may be addressed on the 19th of June or not.
1.6 Review doc 11-20/0758r0 CID 4224 - Ganesh VENKATESAN (Intel)
1.6.1 https://mentor.ieee.org/802.11/dcn/20/11-20-0758-00-000m-resolution-to-cid-4224.docx 
1.6.2 CID 4224 (PHY)
1.6.2.1 Review Comment
1.6.2.2  Review submission discussion.
1.6.2.3 Two options to consider. (Accept or Revise)
1.6.2.4 Discussion on the choice of option a) or b).
1.6.2.4.1 The use of “sample” vs “samples”
1.6.2.4.2 Agree to use plural form.
1.6.2.4.3 The nominal usage is singular in the PHY clause, so maybe we should be consistent and use the singular form or change to plural in other usages.
1.6.2.4.4 There are 25 instances or so in total.
1.6.2.4.5 The Editor can change the “sample/s” to “samples/s” 
1.6.2.4.6 After looking at the IEEE 260.1-2004, we could not find an example of the plural usage.
1.6.2.4.7 Final answer is singular usage.
1.6.2.5 P4590.12-21 is for D3.2
1.6.2.6 Proposed Resolution: REVISED (PHY: 2020-05-20 20:37:02Z) - Change in Annex-P as shown in the paragraph at P4590L12-21 in D3.2.
"The minimum sampling rate is MULTICHANNEL_SAMPLING_RATE sample/s respectively."
to
"The minimum sampling rate is MULTICHANNEL_SAMPLING_RATE expressed in sample/s."
1.6.2.7 No objection – Mark Ready for Motion
1.7  CIDS 4155, 4159 – confirm resolutions in 11-19/1564r5 and 11-17/0927r59
1.7.1 https://mentor.ieee.org/802.11/dcn/19/11-19-1564-05-000m-originator-block-ack-state.docx and 
1.7.2 https://mentor.ieee.org/802.11/dcn/17/11-17-0927-59-000m-revmd-mac-comments.xls 
1.7.3 CID 4155 (MAC)
1.7.3.1 R7 is now posted to Mentor. – 11-19/1564r7:
1.7.3.2 https://mentor.ieee.org/802.11/dcn/19/11-19-1564-07-000m-originator-block-ack-state.docx
1.7.3.3 Review Changes since R5:
1.7.3.4 R6: 10.25.6.8:
Changed to standard word usage “between SSN and blah”
Merged middle and last bullets
Update doc references
1.7.3.5 R7: 10.25.6.8:
Changed SSN to SSN – 1, because “between” includes SSN and in this case, we do not want to include SSN
Update doc references
1.7.3.6 Review specific changes made.
1.7.3.7 Discussion on the grammar usage – insert “the” for “the status…”, drop the first “and”.
1.7.3.8 Discussion on the loss of HT immediate BlockAckReq Frame.
1.7.3.9 10.25.6 is HT immediate is covered, so not need to put in the text specifically in all the places.
1.7.3.10  The problem that's being solved is that the text is ambiguous. The confusion is not about HT Immediate BlockACK. A change here does not address the problem which occurs in multiple sub-clauses.
1.7.3.11  Discussion on more suggested disagreements of possible changes.
1.7.3.12  Concern on “failed reception” discussed. Look to change to “lack of reception of”
1.7.3.13  Discussion on “acknowledge” vs “not acknowledged” description.
1.7.3.14  ACTION ITEM: Mark Hamilton to post an r8 of the 11-19/1564r8 with the changes made during the discussion.
1.7.4 CID 4159 (MAC)
1.7.4.1 Will defer until Friday for discussion.
1.8 Review CID 4301 resolution: Michael MONTEMURRO (Blackberry)
1.8.1 CID 4301 – Confirm resolution in email, see http://www.ieee802.org/11/email/stds-802-11-tgm/msg01878.html 
1.8.1.1 --- This message came from the IEEE 802.11 Task Group M Technical Reflector --- 
Hi all, 
From the chat window for the call today, Mark R posted the following proposed resolution. When I added it to the database, I was confused by the editing instructions:
I received the following:
"In D3.2 Add "When MAX-ACCESS is read-only, the MIB attribute value may be updated by the PLME and read from the MIB attribute by management entities. When MAX-ACCESS is read-write, the MIB attribute may be read and written by management entities but shall not be updated by the PLME. at 2868.34, 2896.35 [also fix the font size at 2896.30], 2954.20, 2966.62, 3124.21, 3478.60"
My proposed resolution for the database will be:
REVISED. Relative to draft 3.2, add the following paragraph at 2868.34, 2896.35 [also fix the font size at 2896.30], 2954.20, 2966.62, 3124.21, and 3478.60: 
"When MAX-ACCESS is read-only, the MIB attribute value may be updated by the PLME and read from the MIB attribute by management entities. When MAX-ACCESS is read-write, the MIB attribute may be read and written by management entities but shall not be updated by the PLME."
Is that an acceptable resolution?
Thanks,
Mike
1.8.1.2 Review comment and the email suggestions.
1.8.1.3 Proposed resolution: REVISED (PHY: 2020-05-20 21:19:33Z) - Relative to draft 3.2, add the following paragraph at 2868.34, 2896.35 [also fix the font size at 2896.30], 2954.20, 2966.62, 3124.21, and 3478.60: 
"When MAX-ACCESS is read-only, the MIB attribute value may be updated by the PLME and read from the MIB attribute by management entities. When MAX-ACCESS is read-write, the MIB attribute may be read and written by management entities but shall not be updated by the PLME."
1.8.1.4 No Objection – Mark Ready for Motion
1.9 Review doc 11-20/435r3 Mark RISON (Samsung)
1.9.1 https://mentor.ieee.org/802.11/dcn/20/11-20-0435-03-000m-resolutions-for-some-comments-on-11md-d3-0-sb1.docx 
1.9.2 CID 4512 (MAC)
1.9.2.1 Review Comment
1.9.2.2 Review the proposed changes.
1.9.2.3 Discussion on when “unsigned” has to be included in ranges.
1.9.2.4 Proposed resolution: CID 4512 (MAC): REVISED (MAC: 2020-05-20 21:28:49Z): Incorporate changes as shown in 11-20/0435r3 (https://mentor.ieee.org/802.11/dcn/20/11-20-0435-03-000m-resolutions-for-some-comments-on-11md-d3-0-sb1.docx) for CID 4512, which accomplishes changes in the direction suggested.
1.9.2.5 Mark Ready for Motion
1.9.3 CID 4353 (MAC)
1.9.3.1 Review comment
1.9.3.2 Review context of 9.3.3.1 and discussion on the “Otherwise” usage and the use of Optionally or “can be”.
1.9.3.3 More work needed – Mark RISON and Mark HAMILTON are to work offline.
1.9.4 4413 (MAC) and 4703 (PHY)
1.9.4.1 Review Comments
1.9.4.2 Proposal was described in terms of 11ax but needed to be described in a standalone method.
1.9.4.3 The proposed changes in 435r4
1.9.4.4 Proposed Resolution: CID 4413 (MAC): REVISED (MAC: 2020-05-20 21:40:32Z): Incorporate the changes shown under "Discussion" for CIDs 4413 and 4703 in 11-20/0435r3 (https://mentor.ieee.org/802.11/dcn/20/11-20-0435-03-000m-resolutions-for-some-comments-on-11md-d3-0-sb1.docx), which address the issue raised by the commenter.
1.9.4.5 Proposed Resolution: REVISED (PHY: 2020-05-20 21:42:22Z) - Incorporate the changes shown under "Discussion" for CIDs 4413 and 4703 in 11-20/0435r3 (https://mentor.ieee.org/802.11/dcn/20/11-20-0435-03-000m-resolutions-for-some-comments-on-11md-d3-0-sb1.docx), which address the issue raised by the commenter.
1.9.4.6 Mark Both CIDs Ready for Motion.
1.9.5 CID 4501 (Editor)
1.9.5.1 Review comment
1.9.5.2 Discussion on the use of ACM flag.
1.9.5.3 Discussion on why the ACM flag is set.
1.9.5.4 Propose a change to the sentence.
1.9.5.5 Review 10.23.4.2.1 for an example of a change being proposed.
1.9.5.6 Proposed resolution: Revised; Incorporate the changes shown under "Discussion" for CID 4501 in 11-20/0435r3 (https://mentor.ieee.org/802.11/dcn/20/11-20-0435-04-000m-resolutions-for-some-comments-on-11md-d3-0-sb1.docx), which address the issue raised by the commenter.
1.9.5.7 No Objection – Mark ready for Motion
1.9.6 CID 4247 (GEN)
1.9.6.1 Review comment
1.9.6.2 Review MIB attribute issue.
1.9.6.3 The question is ho may MIB attributes that are capability that has defaults.
1.9.6.4 The MIB Variables that end in “Activated” are suspect and need review.
1.9.6.5 More work needed – Mark RISON and Mark HAMILTON to work offline.
1.9.7 CID 4531 (MAC)
1.9.7.1 Review comment
1.9.7.2 More review may need to be done.
1.9.7.3 No technical change is expected.
1.9.7.4 Proposed resolution: 
1.9.7.5 No Objection – Mark ready for Motion
1.9.8 We will start next time with CID 4612 (page 32), 4087 (page 29), 4625 (page 27), 4205 (page 13), 4451 (page 5
1.10 Review of next telecon Agenda
1.11 Adjourn 6:03pm ET.


2. IEEE 802.11md REVmd CRC Telecon Friday May 22, 2020 10:00-12:00 ET
2.1 Called to order at 10:03am ET by the TG Chair Dorothy STANLEY (HPE)
2.2 Review Patent and Participation Policy
2.2.1 No Issues noted.
2.3 Attendance: -please log with IMAT:
2.3.1 About 16 attendees reported by WebEx
	1. 
	TGmd
	5/22
	Asterjadhi, Alfred
	Qualcomm Incorporated

	2. 
	TGmd
	5/22
	Au, Kwok Shum
	Huawei Technologies Co.,  Ltd

	3. 
	TGmd
	5/22
	Coffey, John
	Realtek Semiconductor Corp.

	4. 
	TGmd
	5/22
	Derham, Thomas
	Broadcom Corporation

	5. 
	TGmd
	5/22
	Hamilton, Mark
	Ruckus Wireless

	6. 
	TGmd
	5/22
	Harkins, Daniel
	Aruba Networks, Inc.

	7. 
	TGmd
	5/22
	Kim, Youhan
	Qualcomm Incorporated

	8. 
	TGmd
	5/22
	Kwon, Young Hoon
	NXP Semiconductors

	9. 
	TGmd
	5/22
	Malinen, Jouni
	Qualcomm Incorporated

	10. 
	TGmd
	5/22
	McCann, Stephen
	BlackBerry

	11. 
	TGmd
	5/22
	Montemurro, Michael
	BlackBerry

	12. 
	TGmd
	5/22
	Qi, Emily
	Intel Corporation

	13. 
	TGmd
	5/22
	RISON, Mark
	Samsung Cambridge Solution Centre

	14. 
	TGmd
	5/22
	Rosdahl, Jon
	Qualcomm Technologies, Inc.

	15. 
	TGmd
	5/22
	Smith, Graham
	SR Technologies

	16. 
	TGmd
	5/22
	Stanley, Dorothy
	Hewlett Packard Enterprise


2.3.2 Missing from IMAT: None reported
2.4 Review Agenda: 11-20/535r17:
2.4.1 https://mentor.ieee.org/802.11/dcn/20/11-20-0535-17-000m-2020-april-july-teleconference-agendas.docx 
2.4.2 The draft agenda for the teleconferences is below:
1.       Call to order, attendance, and patent policy
a.       Patent Policy: Ways to inform IEEE: 
iv. Cause an LOA to be submitted to the IEEE-SA (patcom@ieee.org); or
v. Provide the chair of this group with the identity of the holder(s) of any and all such claims as soon as possible; or 
vi. Speak up now and respond to this Call for Potentially Essential Patents
If anyone in this meeting is personally aware of the holder of any patent claims that are potentially essential to implementation of the proposed standard(s) under consideration by this group and that are not already the subject of an Accepted Letter of Assurance, please respond at this time by providing relevant information to the WG Chair                                      
b.      Patent, Participation slides: See slides 5-12 in https://mentor.ieee.org/802.11/dcn/20/11-20-0308-00-000m-2020-march-tgmd-agenda.pptx 
2.  Editor report – Emily QI/Edward AU 
3.  Comment resolution:
a)	2020-05-22 Friday 10 am Eastern 2 hours 
i.	Menzo WENTINK – including CIDs 4725, 4743, 4750, 4754,  4699 https://mentor.ieee.org/802.11/dcn/20/11-20-0150-08-000m-assorted-crs-revmd-draft-3-0.docx  
ii.	Graham Smith & Menzo Wentink – CID 4444. Also see https://mentor.ieee.org/802.11/dcn/20/11-20-0367-03-000m-resolution-of-cid-4444.docx  
iii.	CIDs 4159 – confirm resolutions in https://mentor.ieee.org/802.11/dcn/20/11-20-0516-03-000m-cr-mscs-and-cid4158.docx  and https://mentor.ieee.org/802.11/dcn/17/11-17-0927-59-000m-revmd-mac-comments.xls 
iv.	Dan Harkins - https://mentor.ieee.org/802.11/dcn/20/11-20-0725-00-000m-random-sae-comments.docx  
v.	Mark Hamilton – STA meaning convention https://mentor.ieee.org/802.11/dcn/20/11-20-0690-00-000m-sta-meaning-convention.docx 
4.       AOB
5. Adjourn
2.4.3 Discussion of Agenda
2.4.3.1 No comments on proposed agenda
2.4.4 No objection to updated Agenda see R19
2.5 Editor Report – Emily QI (Intel)
2.5.1 Master spreadsheet is 11-19/2156r10
2.5.1.1 https://mentor.ieee.org/802.11/dcn/19/11-19-2156-10-000m-revmd-sponsor-ballot-comments.xls 
2.5.2 Chair: looks like 289 comments remaining
2.5.3 Looked at CID 4445, 4469, 4137: have resolutions drafted, but not completed, still in progress.
2.6 Review doc 11-20/150r10 -CIDs 4725, 4743, 4750, 4754, 4699 Menzo WENTINK (Qualcomm)
2.6.1 https://mentor.ieee.org/802.11/dcn/20/11-20-0150-10-000m-assorted-crs-revmd-draft-3-0.docx 
2.6.2 CID 4725 (MAC)
2.6.2.1 Change is actually in 10.23.2.12.1.
2.6.2.2 Seems okay in concept
2.6.2.3 Revised to fix up clause reference and clarify the instructions.
2.6.2.4 There may be implementations that do use retry count limit.  There is a lot of text that references that concept that would need to be reviewed/changed.  Suggest adding lifetime, but not deleting the retry count, here.
2.6.2.5 Lots of implementation specific behavior in this area, including data rates, antenna changes, etc.
2.6.2.6 Support adding lifetime but changing (to remove retry limits) is a fundamental change.
2.6.2.7 Sceptical that the spec should be specific in this area, at all, as implementations probably do lots of different algorithms, which may not match of what’s here.
2.6.2.8 Could consider “retry limits” to be a generic term that implies both/either the count or the lifetime (or other implementation-specific reasons).  Maybe don’t change at all.
2.6.2.9 Agree, if we add words to make it clear that “retry limit” means both.
2.6.2.10  Need to be very careful that we don’t make existing implementations non-compliant.  Also, making any change has the risk of further changes needed.
2.6.2.11  Mark H, Mark R to work off-line with Menzo.
2.6.3 CID 4743 (PHY)
2.6.3.1 Submission Required, and assigned to Mark RISON
2.6.4 CID 4750 (PHY)
2.6.4.1 Submission Required, and assigned to Mark RISON
2.6.5 CID 4754 (MAC)
2.6.5.1 Submission Required, and assigned to Mark RISON
2.6.6 CID 4756 (PHY)
2.6.6.1 Review Comment
2.6.6.2 Previous discussion Notes: FYI: PHY: 2020-05-13 20:22:12Z - Mark Rison to send Solomon an email to help get guidance on DMG.
2.6.6.3 Proposed Resolution: Reject – need resolution text.
2.6.7 CID 4761 (MAC)
2.6.7.1 Need more work
2.6.7.2 This may be related to something that Mark RISON will present later today. CID 4625
2.6.7.3 From Chat window: 
there is still one suspect “(inclusive)” in 10.47.6:
The PTSF subfield is set to TSF[Partial TSF Offset+4: Partial TSF Offset+11] (inclusive)
The problem is that [x:y] isn’t defined globally, though there are some hints:
•    In 1.5: “dec(A[b:c]) is the cast from binary to decimal operator, where c is the least significant bit in binary value [b:c]”
•    In 10.21: “AID[b:c] represents bits b to c (#4625)of the AID”
•    and a bunch of MAC address slicing contexts.
The first is nearly there but (a) it has a dec() wrapper and (b) it doesn’t quite get around to saying what [b:c] actually means.
2.6.8 CID 4699 
2.6.8.1 Still open – on list to review.
2.6.9 CID 4438 (PHY) and CID 4439 (PHY)
2.6.9.1 Review comment
2.6.9.2 Discussion on proposed changes
2.6.9.3 Discussion on HT-delayed agreements functionality and what is in the table or not.
2.6.9.4 More work is needed.
2.6.9.5 Assign 4438 and 4439 to Menzo and Graham.
2.7 Review CID 4444 Graham SMITH (SR Technologies) & Menzo WENTINK (Qualcomm)
2.7.1 https://mentor.ieee.org/802.11/dcn/20/11-20-0367-03-000m-resolution-of-cid-4444.docx  
2.7.2 We looked at this before, and Menzo took a pass at updating the document.
2.7.3 We reviewed on May 15. Assigned to Graham. This is the one that got the objection that an HC also does EDCA.
2.7.4 From May 15th Minutes: 
2.9.3.3	CID 4444 (MAC)
2.9.3.3.1	Review Comment
2.9.3.3.2	Discussion on adding “polled” in front of TXOP.
2.9.3.3.3	See D3.0 - p1844-1845 for context discussion.
2.9.3.3.4	Request to hear from Graham SMITH on this topic.
2.9.3.3.5	Discussion on the DIFS vs PIFS starting points.
2.9.3.3.6	Discussion on the way the random backoff is calculated.  The Hybrid nature of HDCF was noted.
2.9.3.3.7	The use for CAPs access with PIFS was thought to be the expected behaviour.
2.9.3.3.8	The basis of the comment is that HC also covers EDCA operation, but EDCA does not use these kinds of PIFS access, so need to clarify this is for HC when doing HCCA operation
2.9.3.3.9	Note that HC applies to both EDCA and HCCA modes of operation. The comment is asked to clarify that the PIFS behavior is only valid if the HC is doing HCCA.
2.9.3.3.10	ACTION ITEM: Menzo to get with Graham for update/clarification.
2.7.5 Discussion on the nuances of what is valid or not revisiting the previous discussion.
2.7.6 The Proposed solution from Graham may work out, but not fully supported in the conversation.
2.7.7 Limit Access to PIFS for a STA performing HCCA.
2.7.8 Discussion on the terms “polled TXOP”. 
2.7.9 Change to the Definition of CAP “A time period during which the hybrid coordinator (HC) maintains control of the medium using the HCCA procedures.”
2.7.10 At 10.3.2.3.4 change “TXOP” to “CAP”
2.7.11 At 10.23.3.2.2 change “TXOP” to “CAP”
2.7.12 Go through the rest of the proposed changes and fix to use “CAP”.
2.7.13 More work needed: CID 4444 (MAC): Assign to Menzo. Head in the direction of changing "TXOP" to "CAP" appropriately.
2.7.14 Assign to June 5th telecon for review.
2.8 CIDs 4159 – confirm resolutions in https://mentor.ieee.org/802.11/dcn/20/11-20-0516-03-000m-cr-mscs-and-cid4158.docx  and https://mentor.ieee.org/802.11/dcn/17/11-17-0927-59-000m-revmd-mac-comments.xls 
2.8.1 Email just sent prior to call, and need updated document for discussion
2.8.2 Moved to next Wednesday Telecon
2.9 Review doc 11-20/725r0 - Dan Harkins
2.9.1 https://mentor.ieee.org/802.11/dcn/20/11-20-0725-00-000m-random-sae-comments.docx  
2.9.2 Resolving some Random SAE Comments not received in the normal ballot.
2.9.3 Review submission.
2.9.4 Part of the issue is that the text in TGmd did not look like the RFC that is not public yet, so making it closer and then just referring to the RFC once published would be a good path.
2.9.5 The formula given seemed to be a long sentence that could may be edited to make it read better. (e.g change commas to periods and fix appropriately)
2.9.6 Subtle changes in the superscripted text makes it hard to see the change, will add a comment to point out the change to avoid missing it.
2.9.7 Reviewed the comments and proposed changes to address the comments.
2.9.8 Comment #10 - 12.4.4.2.2 and 9.2.2 seem to have an bit/byte ordering issue.  Need to review.
2.9.9 Comment #11-12-13 – proposed to reject the comments.
2.9.10 There is some work to do, Jouni to assist with some of the changes needed.
2.9.11 Octet ordering rather than bit ordering.
2.9.12 Plan to be able to motion on the June Motion Telecon.
2.10 Review next telecom plan
2.11 Adjourned 12:01pm ET
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