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Clauses 0, 7, 9, 10, 11.9.7
CIDs: 2005, 2009, 2010, 2011, 2012, 2019, 2029, 2036, 2037, 2043, 2046, 2064 and 2065
Discussion:

In 11y/D3.0: 

Comment 2043 7.2.3.1 would rename DSE registered location, but provides no rational for the change. Proposed Comment Resolution:   “Use is consistent with base standard. See IEEE Standards Style Manual, Jan 2007, clause 13.8 on capitalization.”  Propose Reject CID 2043.

Comment 2046 7.2.3.9 says “Text defines when element is required using "is" - However, in 7.2.3.1 used language with "shall"”, and suggests “Change language to be consistent.” Proposed Comment Resolution:   “commenter mixes Beacon frame elements with Probe Response frame elements, and many persistent Beacon frame elements (11, 14, 17, 18, 21) are Noted as "shall be present". Few Probe Response frame elements (13, 16, 17) use "shall be present", most (6, 7, 8, 9, 18, 19, 20, 21, 22) use "is present".”  Propose Accept in Principle CID 2046.

Comment 2036, 7.3.2 notes that the length of Supported Regulatory Classes could be longer, and suggests “Review the length field” of Table 26 Proposed Comment Resolution:  “found a syntax error in DSE registered location length, which is 20 and should be 22.”. Propose Accept in Principle CID 2036.
Comment 2037 7.3.2.51 says ‘If the "List of Regulatory Class(es)" in Figure 112ab is "Length -1" the text "The length of the Supported Regulatory Classes element is between 1 and 253 octets." is not correct.’ Proposed Comment Resolution: “2 is the lower limit of length for a single class station. 253 is the upper limit of length in accepted submission 07/0673r2 and resolutions of LB104 CIDs 1007 and 1098. Will change Table 26 accordingly,” Propose Accept in Principle Comment 2037.
Comment 2029 7.4.1.7, suggests ‘"Announcement” is not part of element name.’ Proposed Comment Resolution: “A DSE Registered Location Announcement frame is sent to the broadcast address, announcing the location of the enabling AP and the DEI assigned by the enabling AP. If received by other stations, this announcement frame provides necessary information for a licensed operator to use in resolution of complaints of interference.” Propose Reject Comment 2029.

Comment 2005, 10.3.10.1.2 notes the lack of consistency in Clause 10 entries for Type and Valid range, and suggests “Either correctly point (link/reference) these items in all 10.3.XXX by using subclause references, or replace this single instance with the generic non-descriptive text”. Proposed Comment Resolution: “Will change Type to ‘As defined in the DSE registered location element’, and Valid range to ‘As defined in 7.3.2.49’ in all  the other Clause 10 entries for DSE registered location and 7.3.2.51 for SupportedRegulatoryClasses. ” Propose Accept in Principle Comment 2005.
Proposed Resolution:

Accepted Comments 2009, 2010, 2011, 2012, 2019, 2064 and 2065 without discussion.
Accepted in Principle based on discussion in 07/2072: 2005, 2036, 2037 and 2046
Rejected based on discussion in 07/2072: 2029 and 2043
Clause 17 and Annex Clauses
CIDs: 2007, 2017 and 2041
Proposed Resolution:

Accept Comments 2007, 2017 and 2041 without discussion



Abstract


This document is aligned with P802.11-2007, P802.11k/D7.0, P802.11r/D6.1 for baseline, P802.11y/D3.0, and and submissions 07/2058r1 (misc PHY comments), 07/2073r1 LB106 non-Editorial comments and 07/2080r1 LB106 Submission for DSE comments, and addresses the following LB106 comments:





CIDs: 2005, 2009, 2010, 2011, 2012, 2019, 2029, 2036, 2037, 2043, 2046, 2064 and 2065
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