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	LB141  Comment Resolution


1. COMMENTS:
	CID
	Commenter
	Clause
	Pg
	Ln
	Comment
	Suggested Remedy
	Comment resolution.

	141
	Roy, Richard
	11.1
	19
	52
	Inserted text reads: "Refer to 11.a for optional synchronization for STAs communicating outside a BSS.", but the text being referred to does not describe synchronization of STAs.  Instead, it simply states that synchronization is optional.  The text as is is unnecessary.
	Remove the text.
	Accept. Clause 11.1 is about behaviour of STAs in a BSS, cross-reference to 11.a is not necessary since it is clear from the clause’s title.

	143
	Vlantis, George
	11.1
	19
	53
	Strictly speaking, "outside the context of a BSS" has no meaning.  Append the following parenthesis before the period:  "(i.e. when dotOCBEnabled is true)".
	Append the following parenthesis before the period:  "(i.e. when dotOCBEnabled is true)".
	Counter. This sentence is being deleted in response to CID 141, so change is not needed.

	144
	Vlantis, George
	11.3
	20
	8
	Strictly speaking, "outside the context of a BSS" has no meaning.   We need to define what mean by this at the first occurrence in this subclause.l  Replace "...outside the context of a BSS)" with "…outside of the context of a BSS, i.e. when dotOCBEnabled is true)".
	Replace "...outside the context of a BSS)" with "…outside of the context of a BSS, i.e. when dotOCBEnabled is true)".
	Accept in principle. Material about frame usage will be moved to 11.a. 

	145
	Zhang, Hongyuan
	11.3
	20
	8
	"802.11-2007 states ""The current state existing between the source and destination STAs determines the IEEE 802.11 frame types that may be exchanged between that pair of STAs (see Clause 7). The state of the sending STA given by Figure 11-6 is with respect to the intended receiving STA. The allowed frame types are grouped into classes and the classes correspond to the STA state."" Only Class 1 frames are relevant for STAs communicating outside the context of a BSS. So exceptions are added for all Class 1 frames.  Also STAs communicating never get out of State - Unauthenticated, Unassociated. A cleaner approach is to make an exception in the begining of the paragraph for STAs communicating outside the context of a BSS."
	Instead of making exceptions in multiple paragraphs add a line "STAs communicating outside the context of a BSS have no frame restriction"
	Accept in principle. Changes are deleted from 11.3 by the resolution in this submission, and text is changed in 11.a in submission 11-09/141. 

	151
	Chu, Liwen
	11.3
	20
	29
	Action No Ack frame (supporting HT features) should  not be allowed in .11p.  It is a .11n feature only.
	Delete Action no Ack frame from communicating outside the context of a BSS.
	Counter. Text in 11.3 is being removed, new text in 11.a based on CID 145.


2. Background

Commenters are referring to changes to clause 11.1 and 11.3 in TGp Draft 5.0 that are not needed now that we have a separate section 11.a to describe STAs communicating outside the context of a BSS. Applying detailed exceptions for frame usage when communicating outside the context of a BSS in section 11.3 titled STA Authentication and Association, neither of which apply when communicating outside the context of a BSS, makes the original baseline text more confusing for the infrastructure BSS base case
3. Recommended Resolution of the Comments:

The following changes to TGp Draft 5.0 should be made to resolve the comments as listed in Section 1 above.
Delete lines 47-53 on page 19 of TGP Draft 5.0, removing all changes to clause 11.1.

Delete lines 1-38 on page 20 of TGP Draft 5.0, removing all changes to clause 11.3.
4. Motion (if technical and/or significant):

Move to accept the Recommended Resolutions to these comments, based on the changes made to the D5.0 as a specified in Section 3 above:

Motion by: ____________________Date: _________________
Second:  ______________________

	Approve:
	Disapprove:
	Abstain:





Abstract


This submission proposes resolutions to comments from Letter Ballot 141 on clauses 11.1 and 11.3 in TGP Draft D5.0. 
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