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	LB144  Comment Resolution


1. COMMENT:  [From Spreadsheet]  INSERT Original Comment Here:
	ID
	Commenter
	Clause
	Pg
	Ln
	Type
	Comment
	Suggested Remedy
	Recommended Resolution

	2
	Cam-Winget, Nancy
	frontmatter
	i
	1
	E
	There seem to be some unneeded change bars on the header of the frontmatter pages.
	Remove them.


	Accepted – The change bars only affect the “header” in the front matter and it is proposed to remove them.

	3
	Rosdahl, Jon
	intro
	i
	1
	E
	( Pp 0, ii, iii;  Ln 30, 9, 2, 1) The use of the acronym WAVE has been reduced to 4 times in the intro material.  
It has been removed from the acronyms clause.  
3 of the 4 instances that are left should be removed as well, or the acronym returned to clause 4 for definition.
The one place it is appropriate to leave is in the title of ASTM E 2213-03.
	Remove the use of "WAVE" on page 0, line 30; page ii, line 9; page iii, line 21.


	Accepted in principle – The following changes are proposed:
Remove “WAVE” from Pp 0, line 30,

· Add “(WAVE)” at the end of the Introduction caption, line 6.

· Pp ii, line 9 remains unchanged. This is part 
· of the introduction framing the scope of the 802.11 Std amendment informing the reader that WAVE stations does exist and are likely to use the 802.11 Std, amended by  P802.11p for their MAC and PHY services.
· Pp iii, line 20, Replace “WAVE” with “P802.11p”.

	4
	Rosdahl, Jon
	General
	i
	1
	E
	There is a changebar that is shown in the header.  For the clean version it should be removed.
	remove the change bar at the beginning of the header (on each page).


	Accepted – The change bars only affect the “header” in the front matter and it is proposed to remove them.

	5
	Stephenson, Dave
	Intro
	ii
	25
	E
	The text is written in the past tense, but I think the present tense is more appropriate.
	Change the text "The results of these efforts were documented …" to "The results of these efforts are documented …"


	Accepted as per Suggested Remedy

	10
	Kenney, John
	3
	2
	17
	E
	The Timing Information frame is a subtype of management frame.  None of the other management frames are defined in Clause 3.  This definition is not necessary.
	Delete this definition from Clause 3.


	Accepted as per Suggested Remedy.  This causes the deletion of clause 3 from the amendment.  Note:

It is assumed that the

commenter meant

“Timing 
Advertisement frame”.

	12
	Stephenson, Dave
	3
	2
	18
	E
	A timing advertisement frame being transmitted has not been "used" by receiver.
	Change the text "… and other information used by higher layers." to "… and other information for use by higher layers."


	Accepted in principal.

It is suggested to

delete the definion as

per IEEE 802.11 Std.

	15
	Roy, Richard
	5
	2
	22
	E
	In support of the several comments in the previous LB 125 that stated clause 5 should contain more "justification' for the additional functionality in the p amendment, 1375r3 proposes just such changes.
	As given in 11-08-1375-01-000p-clause 5 changes.doc


	Declined – 

There is no record

That  documents

08/1375r1 and 

08/1375r3

were presented to the

Task Group for

consideration.

	19
	Montemurro, Michael
	5.2.11
	2
	45
	E
	It seems bizarre to describe behaviour in clause 5 based on MIB variable settings.
	I think the description could be re-worded to use a phrase like "data communications outside of a BSS mode" or similar instead of quoting the MIB variable.


	Declined – The 

P802.11p has

debated on this

many times.  “Data

communications 

outside the context

of a BSS” is not

exclusive to 
P802.11p.  In order 
to differentiate the 

contexts, it it 
proposed to use

The MIB attribute

assigned to P802.11p.

	22
	Stephenson, Dave
	5.2.11
	2
	50
	E
	"Will" is a statement of intent, not whether a behavior is permitted.
	Change the text "A STA will transmit a data frame …" to "A STA may transmit a data frame …"


	Accepted as per 

Suggested Remedy

	23
	Engwer, Darwin
	5.2.11
	3
	1
	E
	"unicast or groupcast" is undefined (and non-IEEE 802 conformant) terminology.  The preferred usage terms are "individually addressed" and "group addressed".
	change "unicast or groupcast" to "individually or group addressed"


	Accepted in 
principle.
See clause 2, 

CID# 23 in this 

Document.

	26
	Simon, Francois
	5.2.11
	3
	14
	E
	The word "bands" should be singular as implied in the previous sentence.
	Correct as per comment


	Accepted as per 

Suggested

Remedy

	28
	Simon, Francois
	5.2.11
	3
	17
	E
	In this case, the "out-of-band" communication and frame exchange is implied to use the over-the-air media.
	Suggest to replace the sentence with "using out-of-band communication or frame exchange"


	Declined, The current
Text in D6.0 is 
correct.

	33
	Engwer, Darwin
	5.2.11
	3
	21
	E
	It is not clear from this sentence what type of "network" a STA with OCBEnabled might be conencted to.  Isn't the STA itself part *of* a network, a WAVE network?  Does this sentence mean to say that the STA may be connected to an IEEE 802 network?  In the end I'm not sure of the intended purpose of this sentence.  Perhaps the easier solution is to just leave it out.
	Remove the sentence that reads "A STA with dot11OCBEnabled set to true might be connected to a network, but the specification of that network is outside the scope of this standard."


	Declined – As mentioned in 
the 2nd paragraph of 5.2.11, when dot11OCBEenabled is true, data frames can be sent
to a destination MAC address. This type of communication is only possible between STA
that are to communicate directly.  However, the proposed amendment wanted to be clear that such communication did not exclude association with external unspecified networks.

	44
	Kenney, John
	7.1.3.3.3
	4
	29
	E
	By referring to the contents of the field, rather than to the field itself, the rewording of the second sentence slightly changes the meaning from the baseline.  In D6.0 "the contents ... identify" implies we're talking about one instance of the contents, which only identifies one BSS, and thus does not go with "each BSS."  In the baseline "the field ... identifies" implies we're talking about the field generically, though in an awkward and ambiguous way.
	The best solution is to reword the second sentence as "When dot11OCBEnabled is set to false the contents of this field uniquely identify a BSS."  In other words, change "each" to "a".


	Accepted as per Suggested Remedy.

	45
	Stephens, Adrian
	7.1.3.3.3
	4
	29
	E
	The "correction" to "identifies" is incorrect.   "contents" is incorrect because it means multiple content values.   A BSSID can only contain one value at a time.  Assuming the value of a field is a plural is an error.
	Rephrase "... is set to false, the value of this field uniquely identifies each BSS"


	Accepted as per Suggested Remedy.

	47
	Kenney, John
	7.1.3.3.3
	4
	31
	E
	The statement, "When dot11OCBEnabled is set to true, the value in the BSSID field is the wildcard BSSID" is in the wrong place within this clause.  It falls between statements about BSSId for the infrastrucutre and independent BSS cases, both of which correspond to dot11OCBEnabled = false.  This statement should be moved later within the clause, preferably in the last paragraph after the term "wildcard BSSID" is defined.
	Move the indicated sentence later within 7.1.3.3.3.  The wording may need to be adjusted depending on where it is located.


	Accepted in principle.  See clause 3, CID# 47 for proposed text change.

	49
	Kenney, John
	7.1.3.5.1
	4
	42
	E
	The phrase "For STAs operating outside the context of a BSS" would be better if it referred instead to dot11OCBEnabled = true.  Also, the editing instruction refers to "the end of paragraph 7.1.3.5.1," but this is ambiguous since the subclause has two paragraphs.
	Replace the sentence with "A STA with dot11OCBEnabled set to true does not use traffic streams, and the TID always corresponds to a TC."  Change the editing instruction to refer to the end of the second (or final) paragraph of 7.1.3.5.1.


	Accepted – See clause 3, CID# 49 for proposed text change.

	52
	Kenney, John
	7.1.3.5.5
	4
	50
	E
	In the baseline the words "with bit 4 of the QoS Control field set to 1" are meant to qualify "QoS data frames sent by STAs associated in a BSS".  Our insertion "and QoS data frames sent by STAs outside the context of a BSS" creates ambiguity as to whether the "with bit 4" qualifier applies only to our OCB frames or to both types of QoS data frame.  It should apply to both.
	This sentence applies to QoS data frames from two sources: STAs associated in a BSS and STAs communicating outside the context of a BSS. If those two cases cover all QoS data frames, then the simplest solution is to delete the words "sent by STAs associated in a BSS and QoS data frames sent by STAs outside the context of a BSS."  If those two cases do not cover all QoS data frames, then the sentence should read: "The Queue Size subfield is present in a QoS data frame that has bit 4 of the QoS Control field set to 1 and that is either sent by a STA associated in a BSS or sent by a STA with dot11OCBEnabled set to true."


	Accepted in principle – It is clearly implied in the D6.0 amendement that the “Queue Size” subfield is valid in both cases (BSS and OCBSS).  However, the base 
standard did precise 
“…sent by 

STAs associated in a

 BSS..” it seems that
D6.0 amendment

should do the

same for OCBSS.  

Therefore, it is 

proposed here not to

Change D6.0 text.

	53
	Roy, Richard
	7.1.3.5.5
	4
	50
	E
	The additional material is apparently intended to result in the requirement that the QoS subfield is present in all QoS data frames sent by STAs whether inside or outside a BSS.  Since that's all QoS data frames, instead of adding text, delete "associated in a BSS".  It's cleaner.
	Make the suggested change.


	Accepted in principle –
 It is clearly implied 
in the D6.0 
amendement 
that the “Queue Size” 
subfield is valid in 
both cases (BSS 
and OCBSS).  
However, the base 
standard 
did precise “…sent by 

STAs associated in a

 BSS..” it seems that

D6.0 amendment

should do the

same for OCBSS.  

Therefore, it is 

proposed here not to

Change D6.0 text.

	59
	Cam-Winget, Nancy
	7.2.2
	5
	8
	E
	the editing instructions need to be updated.
	Underline "and dot11OCBEnabled is true"


	Accepted in

principle
See CID# 58



	61
	Kenney, John
	7.2.2
	5
	8
	E
	In the second line of the paragraph the words "and dot11OCBEnabled is true" are unnecessary (and incorrect) since they also appear later in the sentence.
	Delete "and dot11OCBEnabled is true" after "group address"


	Declined – The word
“true” is wrong –

This should have

Been “false”.

See CID# 58

	62
	Malarky, Alastair
	7.2.2
	5
	8
	E
	the text "and dot11OCBEnabled is true" is an addition to the base and should be so marked
	As per comment


	Accept in principle –
See CID# 58

	70
	Kenney, John
	7.2.2
	5
	15
	E
	the words "outside the context ofa BSS when dot11OCBEnabled is true" are redundant
	Omit the words "outside the context of a BSS" before "when dot11OCBEnabled is true"


	Accepted as per

Suggested Remedy

	79
	Kenney, John
	7.3.1.10
	6
	9
	E
	The reference to 11.a  may be unclear since we do not have a clause 11.a in D6.0.  Also, while this reference was originally intended to point to what has become 11.19, it should now point to 11.20
	Change 11.a to 11.20, or otherwise make it clear that this refers to 11.20.


	Accepted as per

Suggested Remedy

	80
	Malarky, Alastair
	7.3.1.10
	6
	9
	E
	The reference "11a" is used but should be "11.20"
	Correct reference


	Accepted as per

Suggested Remedy

	81
	Stephenson, Dave
	7.3.1.10
	6
	9
	E
	The text refers to a clause "11.a", but there is no such clause in the 11p draft.
	Correct the reference.


	Accepted as per

Suggested Remedy

	83
	Simon, Francois
	7.3.2.2
	6
	33
	E
	"management entity" is too vague.
	Replace "management entity" with "Station management entity" or just "SME"


	Accepted as per

Suggested Remedy

	84
	Simon, Francois
	7.3.2.2
	6
	36
	E
	"management entity" is too vague.
	Replace "management entity" with "Station management entity" or just "SME"


	Accepted as per

Suggested Remedy

	89
	Kenney, John
	7.3.2.26
	6
	47
	E
	(ln 47-48) The inequality constrains n but does not define n. 
	insert "constrained by" after "The length of the information field (n) is"


	Accepted as per

Suggested Remedy

	94
	Kenney, John
	7.3.2.2
	6
	33-34
	E
	For consistency, either change "Supported Rate" to "Supported Rates" in the first sentence, or use lower case s and r.  Later in that first sentence, for clarity insert "receiving" between "management entity in a" and "STA".  The next sentence refers both to the STA sending the TA frame and the STAs receiving that frame, so it is helpful to be more clear in the first sentence which type of STA is meant.
	As suggested.


	Accepted as per

Suggested Remedy

	102
	Kenney, John
	7.3.2.29
	7
	34
	E
	In the baseline there is ambiguity about whether the term "BSS" refers to all types of BSS or only to the infrastructure BSS type.  Given that ambiguity, the phrase "communication within a BSS" is also ambiguous. 
	Change "used by non-AP STAs communicating within a BSS" to "used by a non-AP STA with dot11OCBEnabled set to false."


	Accepted as per

Suggested Remedy

	103
	Kenney, John
	7.3.2.29
	7
	39
	E
	In the caption for Table 7-37 the phrase "for communication within a BSS" is ambiguous (see my earlier comment) and is also not parallel with the caption on Table 7-37a.
	Change "for communication within a BSS" to "if dot11OCBEnabled is false".


	Accepted as per

Suggested Remedy

	104
	Malarky, Alastair
	7.3.2.29
	7
	39
	E
	Change table title to "Default EDCA Parameter Set element parameter values if dot11OCBEnabled is false"
	As per comment


	Accepted as per

Suggested Remedy

	111
	Kenney, John
	7.3.2.80
	8
	20
	E
	In the second line of the first sentence, change "that" to "which" (it is a non-restrictive clause).
	change as suggested.


	Accepted as per

Suggested Remedy

	112
	Kenney, John
	7.3.2.80
	8
	22
	E
	In the last sentnce of the paragraph, for clarity insert "receiving" before "STA" in the phrase "may be used by a STA".
	change as suggested.


	Accepted as per

Suggested Remedy

	120
	Kenney, John
	7.3.2.80
	8
	40
	E
	UT0 may not be a well-known time standard.
	provide a reference for UT0 in table 7-95a2 or nearby


	Accepted as per

Suggested Remedy.
See CID# 121

	121
	Malarky, Alastair
	7.3.2.80
	8
	40
	E
	The instruction "[ed: add this reference: ITU-R TF.460-6, and insert the associated pointer here]" from 11/09-0274r3 has not been implemented
	Implement the instruction


	Accepted as per 

Suggested Remedy.
See Clause 3, 
CID# 121 for 
proposed changes.

	122
	Chu, Liwen
	7.3.2.80
	8
	52
	E
	It is difficult to understand this table. Split it to multiple tables.
	as proposed


	Accepted as per

Suggested Remedy. 
See document

09/0482r3

	123
	Chaplin, Clint
	7.3.2.80
	9
	1
	E
	"which, when added to the Timestamp present in the same transmitted frame gives the receiving STA an estimate of the time standard" need a comma
	"which, when added to the Timestamp present in the same transmitted frame, gives the receiving STA an estimate of the time standard"


	Accepted as per

Suggested Remedy

	124
	Malarky, Alastair
	7.3.2.80
	9
	1
	E
	The font used for the last two paragraphs is incorrect.
	Change the font to standard text font


	 Accepted as per

Suggested Remedy

	127
	Malarky, Alastair
	7.3.2.80
	9
	2
	E
	Add to end of sentence "at the time the frame was transmitted"
	As per comment


	Accepted as per

Suggested Remedy

	129
	Kenney, John
	7.3.2.80
	9
	3
	E
	The last sentence of the first paragraph refers to clause 11.6a, which has been removed from D6.0.  This sentence isn't really necessary, because clause 7.3.1.10 defines the timestamp field and provides a correct pointer to how its contents are determined
	Delete "The Timestamp is derived from the TSF timer as defined in 11.6a."


	Counter – The 

Reference is
Needed and should

Point to 11.20.

7.3.1.10 points to

11.1 which is

Specific to BSS

Operation.

	130
	Malarky, Alastair
	7.3.2.80
	9
	3
	E
	The text references subclause 11.6.a which does not exist
	Change reference to 11.20


	Accepted 

	135
	Malarky, Alastair
	7.4.5
	9
	13
	E
	The font used for the subclause is incorrect.
	Change the font for paragraphs to standard text font


	Accepted as per

Suggested Remedy

	139
	Malarky, Alastair
	7.4.5
	9
	16
	E
	The element name was changed from OUI to Organization Identifier but this is not indicated in Figure 7-101.
	Show OUI being deleted and being replaced by Organization Identifier.


	Accepted 

	145
	Simon, Francois
	9.1.1
	9
	50
	E
	The amendment to the subclause should be grammatically correct.
	Add "," after "IBSS";  Delete "and" after "IBSS"; Add "," after "configurations"


	Declined – as per reasoning of
CID# 147

	147
	Roy, Richard
	9.1.1
	9
	51
	E
	The text reads: "The DCF shall be implemented in all STAs, for use within both IBSS and infrastructure network configurations and for communications when dot11OCBEnabled is set to true."
	Replace it with "The DCF shall be implemented in all STAs." 


	Accept the comment in principle.  However, the Suggested Remedy causes change to the base standard which is outside P802.11p needs.  It is proposed not to change the text.

	151
	Simon, Francois
	9.1.3.1
	10
	12
	E
	It appear that a new sentence is started which begin with "the parameter used….."
	If so then replace "the" with "The".


	Accepted as per

Suggested Remedy

	157
	Roy, Richard
	9.9.1.3
	10
	52
	E
	As written the text could be misconstrued to imply that reception of an EDCA parameter set in a TA frame requires the receiving  STA to use that EDCA set.  This is not intended (at least it should not be the intent since that's a huge security hole). 
	Make it clear there is no such requirement, or remove the text altogether since it really adds little to the paragraph.  Also, the text in the paragraph states the AIFSN[AC} shall be greater than 2 for non-AP STAs.  For such STAs, a value of 1 should be allowed for transmission outside the context of a BSS. Make that change as well.


	Counter – See document 09/503r0 – EDCA parameter Set element.

	163
	Engwer, Darwin
	10.3.9.1.4
	11
	20
	E
	Formailize the conditions under which the cited specification applies.
	Change "For STAs communicating outside the context of a BSS, if" to "If dot11OCBEnabled is true and".


	Accepted as per

Suggested Remedy

	165
	Engwer, Darwin
	10.3.41.1.1
	11
	38
	E
	Local SAP .request primitives (which must be defined in accordance with ISO 10731, aka ITU X.210) are not "received".  Instead the SME, acting as the requestor, "submits" the primitive to the MLME.  The MLME accepts the primitive and "delivers" the corresponding .confirm.
	Change "received" to "submitted" or "accepted" depending on the desired intent.  Based on a similar comment filed against clause 10.3.41.2.4 the intended choice seems to be "accepted", at the instant the primitive is accepted by the MLME.


	Accepted as per

Suggested Remedy.
The proposed text reads: “…instant the MLME-GETTSF-TIME.request primitive is accepted.”

	167
	Engwer, Darwin
	10.3.41.2.4
	12
	37
	E
	Local SAP .request primitives (which must be defined in accordance with ISO 10731, aka ITU X.210) are not "received".  Instead the SME, acting as the requestor, "submits" the primitive to the MLME.  The MLME accepts the primitive and "delivers" the corresponding .confirm.
	Change "received" to "accepted".


	Accepted as per

Suggested Remedy

	168
	Kenney, John
	10.3.41.2.4
	12
	42
	E
	The word "an" should be inserted between "an offset between" and "external time standard"
	Insert "an" as suggested.


	Accepted as per

Suggested Remedy

	169
	Kenney, John
	10.3.42
	12
	46
	E
	The sentence "The Timing Advertisement primitive is used to send timing and other information from a higher layer or the
SME from a STA" has some problems.  First, there are three Timing Advertisement primitives, not one.  Second, it would be more correct to refer to communication of the information rather than just sending it, since the indication primitive is also included.  Third, the language at the end of the sentence is awkward.
	Replace the sentence with "The Timing Advertisement primivites are used to communicate timing and other information from the higher layers or SME of one STA to the higher layers or SME of other STAs."


	Accepted as per

Suggested Remedy

	170
	Engwer, Darwin
	10.3.42.1.2
	13
	20
	E
	Missing a comma following the "Power Constraint" primitive in the primitive list.
	add the comma


	Accepted as per

Suggested Remedy

	171
	Kenney, John
	10.3.42.1.2
	13
	20
	E
	There is no way to tell which parameters are always included in the primitive and which parameters might be omitted from the primitive.
	Indicate, either in text, or in the parameter list, or in the table of parameters what the conditions are under which a given parameter will be included if it is not required.  Currently only the Country information lists a condition and only the VSIE indicates that it might not be included.


	Accepted – It is 

proposed to

indicate clearly the 

optional parameters.

See document

09/0480r03

	172
	Malarky, Alastair
	10.3.42.1.2
	13
	21
	E
	The "Vendor specific info" parameter isn't the same as in the following table. 
	Make them the same including format and also in 10.3.42.3.2


	Accepted in principle – 

The base standard

Specifies the Vendor 

Specific Info as 

“VendoSpecificInfo”

(i.e., 10.3.4.1.2 in

IEEE Std 802.11-2007).
It is propose to change

The spelling to match

The base standard.



	173
	Kenney, John
	10.3.42.1.2
	13
	36
	E
	The description of the BasicRateSet implies that it is only included in a Timing Advertisement frame that is sent in conjunction with communication outside the context of a BSS.  Is this the intention?
	Clarify the intention of the use of the Timing Advertisement frame relative to communication outside the context ofa  BSS.  Can TA frame be used for other purposes?  If so, can it include a BasicRateset?  The same comment applies to the OperationalRateSet.  It also applies to the two rate sets in the indication primitive.


	Accepted – It is 

proposed to

indicate clearly the 

optional parameters.

See document

09/0480r03

	174
	Malarky, Alastair
	10.3.42.3.2
	14
	10
	E
	The "Vendor specific information" parameter isn't the same format (initial caps) as in the following table. 
	Make them the same including format and also in 10.3.42.1.2


	Accepted in principle – 

The base standard

Specifies the Vendor 

Specific Info as 

“VendoSpecificInfo”

(i.e., 10.3.4.1.2 in

IEEE Std 802.11-2007).

It is propose to change

The spelling to match

The base standard.

	175
	Engwer, Darwin
	10.3.42.3.2
	15
	22
	E
	Missing a comma following the "Power Constraint" primitive in the primitive list.
	add the comma


	Accepted as per

Suggested Remedy

	178
	Simon, Francois
	10.3.42.3.2
	15
	39
	E
	"type" and "Valid range" should be consistent with the request primitive.
	Replace "As defined in frame format" with "7.3.1.4".


	Accepted as per

Suggested Remedy

	189
	Kenney, John
	11.20
	17
	22
	E
	The word "to" is missing between "According" and "11.1.2".
	Insert "to".


	Accepted as per

Suggested Remedy

	190
	Lauer, Joseph
	11.20
	17
	22
	E
	First sentence is missing a "to" after "According".
	Add "to" after "According".


	Accepted as per

Suggested Remedy

	191
	Roy, Richard
	11.20
	17
	22
	E
	As written, the text is confusing. Thhe first sentence deals with the TSF timer, the following sentences with the timestamp field in a TA frame. It should be rewritten in two paragraphs, or the timestamp related stuff moved into the description in 11.20.1.
	make one of the suggested changes.


	Accepted in principle.
It is proposed to

clarify the point made

in the comment.  See

Document 09/482r03.

	195
	Kenney, John
	11.20.1
	17
	31
	E
	(pp 31-50 ) This very useful section will be more helpful if it is made more clear that including the Timing IE is optional.  The current text includes the word "optionally" in the last sentence of the 2nd paragraph, in the context of the MLME-TimingAdvertisement.indication primitive.  However, the Timing IE information is not actually optional in that primitive.  If the received Timing Advertisement frame included the Timing IE then the MLME must report it to the SME in the indication primitive (I think).  However, it would be helpful to insert the word "optional" once in each paragraph as a reminder to the reader that while the timestamp is not optional the Timing IE is.
	In the first sentence of the first paragraph of this subclause, insert "optional" between "including the" and "Timing information element."  In the third sentence of the second paragraph (starts "In order for …")  change "and includes the Timing information element" to ", and this primtive optionally includes the Timing information element."  Finally, in the last sentence of the second paragraph omit the word "optionally" and add "(if included in the frame)" at the end of the sentence.


	Accepted as per

Suggested Remedy

	196
	Malarky, Alastair
	11.20.1
	17
	34
	E
	Move "(using the TTOE field)" to after the word "difference" in the previous line.
	As per comment


	Accepted as per

Suggested Remedy

	198
	Stephenson, Dave
	11.19
	17
	42
	E
	The first sentence is informative and adds no value.  Rather the text should describe how to use these new MLME primitives.
	Clarify the text.


	Accepted in principle.

It is proposed to

clarify the text.  See

Document 09/482r03.

	199
	Malarky, Alastair
	11.20.1
	17
	43
	E
	There is no need for the parentheses on the sentence.
	Delete the parentheses


	Accepted as per

Suggested Remedy

	202
	Malarky, Alastair
	11.20.1
	17
	49
	E
	Timestamp should be initial caps
	As per comment


	Accepted as per

Suggested Remedy

	205
	Malarky, Alastair
	A.4.3
	20
	20
	E
	"CF<n>:0" should be "CF<n>:O"
	As per comment


	Accepted as per

Suggested Remedy

	206
	Engwer, Darwin
	A.4.4.4
	21
	24
	E
	missing preposition
	change "less than 2 TU" to "in less than 2 TU"


	Accepted as per

Suggested Remedy

	207
	Fischer, Matthew
	11.26
	21
	24
	E
	Missing preposition and comma
	change "according 11.1.2" to "according to 11.1.2,"


	Accepted as per

Suggested Remedy
It assumed that

the commenter meant

11.20, P 17, L22

	209
	Vlantis, George
	D
	23
	48
	E
	Need a space between "…Implemented" and "TruthValue"
	See Comment.


	Accepted as per

Suggested Remedy

	210
	Vlantis, George
	D
	24
	25
	E
	Need a space between "…Enabled" and "TruthValue"
	See Comment.


	Accepted as per

Suggested Remedy

	211
	Ecclesine, Peter
	Annex D
	25
	19
	E
	Editing instruction has error in Group Name - PhyOprationComplianceGroup
	change to PhyOperationComplianceGroup


	Accepted as per

Suggested Remedy

	212
	Ecclesine, Peter
	Annex D
	26
	31
	E
	In dot11PhyOFDMEntry, the comma at the end of "dot11PhyOFDMChannelWidth INTEGER," was inserted, so it should be underlined.
	per comment


	Accepted as per

Suggested Remedy

	214
	Kenney, John
	Annex I
	27
	6
	E
	( Annexes I and J ) The baseline standard appears to consistently use the abbreviation "U.S.".  D6.0 uses both "U.S." and "USA".
	Use "U.S." consistently in 802.11p.


	Declined.
In the base standard –

2007 - there are

14 instances of 
“USA”
and 13 instances of 

“U.S.”
Since “USA” is used,
In Annexes I and J

To distinguish

World regions, “USA”

is more descriptive.

This comment has

been addressed

many time in the past

With views on

both sides. 

	217
	Malarky, Alastair
	I.2
	28
	19
	E
	There are a number of instances in this section where initial caps are used inconsistently (e.g. Spectrum mask, Spectrum Mask, spectrum mask) or inappropriately  (e.g. Permitted Power Spectral Density)
	Apply the normal 802.11 conventions for use of initial caps.


	Accepted as per

Suggested Remedy – It is proposed to correct the text:
“spectral mask” and “permitted power spectral density”.

	218
	Malarky, Alastair
	I.2.3
	29
	39
	E
	Delete "as shown" from the editorial instruction
	As per comment


	Accepted as per

Suggested Remedy

	220
	Kenney, John
	I.2.3
	29
	42
	E
	D6.0 calls for the insertion of two sentences at the end of the first paragraph of I.2.3.  The first inserted sentence is redunant with the last sentence of that paragraph in 802.11-2007.
	Reconcile the language so that the inserted language is not redunant with the current standard.


	Accepted as per

Suggested Remedy – It is proposed to delete the first sentence from the first insertion in P802.11p.

	221
	Kenney, John
	I.2.3
	31
	21
	E
	D6.0 inserts a new Figure I.2.  The baseline standard already has a figure I.2.
	In the amendment change references to Figure I.2 to Figure I.3, or whatever figure number is appropriate.


	Accepted as per

Suggested Remedy –

Solution:  TBD

	234
	Kenney, John
	J.2.2
	33
	22
	E
	ULS is not in the abbreviation list in clause 4.
	Spell out what ULS stands for or put ULS into Clause 4.


	Accepted as per

Suggested Remedy – It is proposed to change the text as “FCC Universal Licensing System (ULS)”.

	237
	Malarky, Alastair
	J.2.3
	33
	48
	E
	Missing comma after "dot11SpectrumManagementRequired"
	Add comma


	Accepted as per

Suggested Remedy –

	240
	Stephens, Adrian
	J.2.4
	33
	53
	E
	set to "true"

Two problems:
1.  It is not necessary to quote 'immediate values'.  
2.  The immedate value is represented in upper case

Same issue in J.2.2
	replace with: set to TRUE


	Accepted as per

Suggested Remedy –
	
	
	

	250
	Stephens, Adrian
	General
	100
	9
	E
	Not all subclauses appear in the .pdf bookmarks (e.g. 7.1.3.3.3 is missing)


	Add them (i.e. check acrobat settings include all relevant paragraph styles for headings).


	Accepted as per

Suggested Remedy


2. 
Background, Explanation, Discussion, etc.:

CID# 23 – 5.2.11 STA transmission of data frames outside the context of a BSS – 2n paragraph, 1st sentence – Using IEEE 802.11 Std 2007 as reference, there are 64 instances of “unicast”. “Unicast” is defined in subclause 3.163 and “unicast address” is defined in subclause 3.164.  The term “groupcast” is indeed not defined.  There are 45 instances of “group address” specified in the base document.  A proposed alternative to the first sentence of the 2nd paragraph of 5.2.11 of P802.11p/D6.0 is specified in clause 3 of this document.
Recommended Resolution of the Comments:

See the right column above for the resolutions of the individual comments.
3. Recommended Changes to P802.11p D6.00:
CID# 23 – 5.2.11 STA transmission of data frames outside the context of a BSS – Second paragraph, 1st sentence change:

“When dot11OCBEnabled is true a data frame can be sent to either a MAC unicast or a group address destination.”
CID# 47 – 7.1.3.3.3  BSSID Field – 1st and last paragraph proposed changes
Change the first  paragraph of 7.1.3.3.3 as shown:

The BSSID field is a 48-bit field of the same format as an IEEE 802 MAC address. When dot11OCBEnabled is set to false, the  value of this This field uniquely identify identifies  a BSS. The value of this field, in an infrastructure BSS, is the MAC address currently in use by the STA in the AP of the BSS. 
Change the last sentence of the last paragraph of 7.1.3.3.3 to:

A wildcard BSSID value (all ones) shall not be used in the BSSID field except when dot11OCBEnabled is set to true and for management frames of subtype probe request where explicitly permitted elsewhere in this standard.

CID# 49 – 7.1.3.5.1
TID subfield
Insert the following at the end of the second  paragraph of 7.1.3.5.1: 

For STAs with dot11OCBEnabled set to true, traffic streams are not used and the TID always corresponds to a TC.
CID# 121:
2. Normative references

Insert the following after reference “ITU Radio Regulations, volume 1-4”:

ITU-R Recommendation TF.460.6 (2002), Standard-frequency and time-signal emissions.
7.3.2.80 Timing information element
	Bits
	
	
	
	
	
	
	
	Description

	b0
	b1
	b2
	b3
	b4
	b5
	b6
	b7
	

	0
	0
	0
	
	
	
	
	
	No standardized external time source

	0
	0
	1
	
	
	
	
	
	External time standard is UT0 (see clause 2 – ITU-R TF.460-6)

	010 - 111
	
	
	
	
	
	
	
	Reserved

	
	
	
	0
	
	
	
	
	External time source is not currently available (time may continue to be estimated based on this source, e.g. if UT0 is being derived from GPS the coverage may be sporadic)

	
	
	
	1
	
	
	
	
	External time source is available and is currently being used to estimate time

	
	
	
	
	0000 - 1111
	
	
	
	Reserved


Figure 7-95a2—Timing capabilities field format
4.
Motion (if technical and/or significant):

Move to accept the Recommended Resolutions to these comments and the Recommended changes to P802.11p D6.0 noted above and instruct the editor to make these changes to P802.11p D6.0.
Motion by: ___Francois Simon________________Date: 
Second:  ______________________

	Approve:
	Disapprove:
	Abstain:
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