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Abstract

This document proposes comment resolutions for comments in Clauses 5 and 6 from 802.11i Sponsor Ballot Recirculation 1.  These recommendations were produced by Nancy Cam-Winget, Donald Eastlake III, John Fossaceca, Sandy Turner, Thomas Maufer, and Jesse Walker.

Comment 26

Section: 5.1.1.4

Comment: "Last sentence implies All RSNA stas must have and 802.1X entity".   How is this "given" - i.e. what are the interfaces to define this.

Proposed resolution: Reject

Editing Instruction: The commenter appears to believe that 802.1X is for authentication only. 802.11i uses it for port blocking and for key management transport as well. The latter two are mandatory functions in the PICS.

Comment 27

Section: 5.4.3.1

Comment: Remove reference to 2284bis

Proposed Resolution: Accept

Editing Instruction: We will add a reference to RFC 3748.

Comment 28

Section: 5.4.3.2

Comment: Duplicate text

Proposed Resolution: Accept

Editing Instruction: Delete the sentence “Note that Note that the existence of IEEE 802.11 

Authentication is not a pre-requisite for invoking the Deauthentication service in the IBSS case.”

Comment 29

Section: 5.4.3.3

Comment: Capital “d” in Data

Proposed Resolution: Accept

Editing Instruction: 
Comment 30

Section: 5.6

Comment: Verb agreement
Proposed Resolution: Accept

Editing Instruction: 
Comment 31

Section: 5.8

Comment: Add space between “Station Management Entity” and “802.1X” box Figure 11.

Proposed Resolution: Accept

Editing Instruction: 
Comment 107

Section: 5.9.1

Comment: The words "rather than 802.11 management frames" are confusing and superfluous. You might as well say they are not carried in control frames as well. These words result from internal debates of the task group and should no longer be here.

Proposed Resolution: Accept

Editing Instruction: 
Comment 32

Section: 5.9.2

Comment: Missing punction

Proposed Resolution: Accept

Editing Instruction: Add the missing period

Comment 90

Section: 5.9.2.

Comment: The use of "multicast" as a generic including broadcast is unusual, and arguably incorect, and inconsistant with the majority usage in 802.11, and elsewhere in 11i, and hence confusing

Proposed Resolution: Accept

Editing Instruction: Instruct the editor to change all occurrences of multicast by itself to broadcast/multicast.

Comment 108

Section: 5.9.2.

Comment: The words "In  the  absence  of  an  explicit  authentication  process" imply that an alternative authentication method is allowed. However for PSK the authentication is always implicit. These words are superfluous and misleading

Proposed Resolution: Accept

Editing Instruction: Delete the sentence in offending clause appears.

Comment 33

Section: 5.8

Comment: Duplicate text
Proposed Resolution: Accept

Editing Instruction: Delete the last two sentences of paragraph after Figure 6.

Comment 34

Section: 5.8

Comment: Want references to RADIUS and DIAMETER.

Proposed Resolution: Accept

Editing Instruction: 
Comment 80

Section: 5.8

Comment: 
Proposed Resolution: Accept

Editing Instruction: 
Comment 109

Section: 6.1.2

Comment: Who are parties "A" and "B"? This is not defined anywhere or referenced anywhere

Proposed Resolution: Accept

Editing Instruction: Replace “parties A and B” by “both parties”

Comment 110

Section: 6.1.2

Comment: This paragraph implies incorrectly that only WEP uses MIB attributes. Also why are some parts underlined?

Proposed Resolution: Accept

Editing Instruction: Add “and MIB attributes” to the last sentence of 6.1.2

Comment 1

Section: 6.1.4

Comment: The phrase "… and Power Save defer ..." is awkward.

Proposed Resolution: Accept

Editing Instruction:  Change to “and when deferring delivery of frames during Power Save mode”

Comment 35

Section: 6.1.4

Comment: Verb agreement

Proposed Resolution: Accept

Editing Instruction: Change “discards”  to “discard”

Comment 111

Section: 6.1.4

Comment: Re the sentence: "The only queuing  explicitly  introduced by  this  standard  is  to perform  the defragmentation processes and  for Power Save defer." This sentence is broken in so many ways I hardly know where to start. (a) what is "defragmentation"? Does it mean reassembly? (b) Who is queuing introduced to by the standard? Perhaps you mean "specified". (c) Queuing does not "perform defragmentation" although it MAY be used by the deframentation process. It is certainly not "explicitly introduced" or "explicitly specified" for that matter. It is quite possible to do reassembly simply by concatenation of fragments. Why is this queuing issue  relevant here at all?

Proposed Resolution: Accept

Editing Instruction: And change “reassembly” to “defragmentation” throughout the document.
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