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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

	14
	Bumiller, George
	5
	2
	21
	ER
	The use and capabilities of 802.11p should be covered in Clause 5 and generall in the other sections.
	Provide the user of the specification with sufficient information to understand the main applications of the capability being standardized.


	Accepted in principal – TGp has taken great care to provide the requested information in the amendment Clause 5.  The proposed changes are detailed in Document 09/596r0.

	21
	Cypher, David
	5.2.11
	2
	50
	ER
	As per 11-09-0190-00-0000-jan-2009-closing-plenary-reports.ptt, Slide 12, third bullet; Booleans should be capitalized: TRUE and FALSE when “set to” 
	Change true to TRUE


	Accepted as per Suggested Comment

	24
	Stephens, Adrian
	5.2.11
	3
	1
	ER
	"unicast or a groupcast" - there is no such term as groupcast.
	Replace with "individual or group"


	Accepted in principle.  See clause 2, CID# 24 in this 

Document.

	25
	Cypher, David
	5.2.11
	3
	11
	ER
	As per 11-09-0190-00-0000-jan-2009-closing-plenary-reports.ptt, Slide 12, third bullet; Booleans should be capitalized: TRUE and FALSE when “set to” 
	Change false to FALSE


	Accepted as per Suggested Comment

	27
	Cypher, David
	5.2.11
	3
	15
	ER
	As per 11-09-0190-00-0000-jan-2009-closing-plenary-reports.ptt, Slide 12, third bullet; Booleans should be capitalized: TRUE and FALSE when “set to” 
	Change true to TRUE


	Accepted as per Suggested Comment

	29
	Stephenson, Dave
	5.2.11
	3
	17
	ER
	The sentence beginning "A STA's SME will determine …", which has an embedded "e.g.", is confusing because the sentence is describing an SME behavior, not how the SME determines the PHY layer parameters.
	Clarify the sentence.


	Accepted as per Suggested Comment.  The proposed text change is specified in Document 09/0596r0.

	31
	Stephenson, Dave
	5.2.11
	3
	20
	ER
	The sentence beginning "The BSSID field …" is a normative behavior which should be included in clause 11 rather than clause 5.
	Move it.


	Declined - Clause 11.19 

already has a normative statement covering the

BSSID field.  The sentence

 in 5.2.11 is explanatory, an informative statement of 

fact for the benefit of the 

reader.  It does not use the normative “shall” as clause 

11.19 does.  Removing this sentence would not improve

 the amendment. 


	32
	Cypher, David
	5.2.11
	3
	21
	ER
	As per 11-09-0190-00-0000-jan-2009-closing-plenary-reports.ptt, Slide 12, third bullet; Booleans should be capitalized: TRUE and FALSE when “set to” 
	Change true to TRUE (two occurrences)


	Accepted as per 
Suggested Comment

	43
	Cypher, David
	7.1.3.3.3
	4
	29
	ER
	As per 11-09-0190-00-0000-jan-2009-closing-plenary-reports.ptt, Slide 12, third bullet; Booleans should be capitalized: TRUE and FALSE when “set to” 
	Change false to FALSE


	Accepted as per 
Suggested Comment

	46
	Cypher, David
	7.1.3.3.3
	4
	31
	ER
	As per 11-09-0190-00-0000-jan-2009-closing-plenary-reports.ptt, Slide 12, third bullet; Booleans should be capitalized: TRUE and FALSE when “set to” 
	Change true to TRUE


	Accepted as per 

Suggested Comment

	66
	Stephenson, Dave
	7.2.2
	5
	8
	ER
	The phrase "and dot11OCBEnabled is true" should be underlined since it's being added to the baseline text.
	Make it underlined.


	Accepted as per 

Suggested Comment

	75
	Seok, Yongho
	7.2.3.14
	5
	24
	ER
	The Timing Advertisement frame is including the capability information elements. Change the name of the management frame, e.g., WAVE Advertisement frame. 
	Change the name of the management frame, e.g., WAVE Advertisement frame. 


	Declined – It is the 
intention that the
amendment to 

802.11 Standard 

proposed

by TGp is not 

exclusive To WAVE

applications.

This issue has been

addressed in 

preceeding

Letter Ballots.

	146
	Cypher, David
	9.1.1
	9
	51
	ER
	As per 11-09-0190-00-0000-jan-2009-closing-plenary-reports.ptt, Slide 12, third bullet; Booleans should be capitalized: TRUE and FALSE when “set to” 
	Change true to TRUE


	Accepted as per 

Suggested Comment

	155
	Stephenson, Dave
	9.9.1.3
	10
	49
	ER
	The use of underlines is incorrect, making the editing difficult to understand.
	Change "… non-AP STAs.  In an infrastructure …" to "… non-AP STAs.  In an infrastructure …" (note the period and inter-sentence space is underlined)


	Accepted as per 

Suggested Comment

	213
	Stephens, Adrian
	11.22.1
	26
	42
	ER
	The style guide does not allow the labelling of subclauses as "(informative)".
	Remove this labelling.  Or move to an informative annex.


	Accepted as per 

Suggested Comment.

It is proposed to

rRemove the label  

	215
	Ecclesine, Peter
	Annex I
	27
	32
	ER
	There is no need for ANA numbers in Annex I or J. Use the draft amendments to pick correct values.
	per comment - don't wait for ANA, put the values in now.


	Accepted as per 

Suggested Comment
See IEEE 802.11-

09/0468r0 for 

Proposed changes.

	216
	Stephens, Adrian
	I.1
	27
	40
	ER
	AFAIK,  the ANA does not administer the emissions limits sets.
	Either choose numbers to go in table I.2,  or get the ANA to agree to administer this resource.


	Accepted as per 

Suggested Comment
See IEEE 802.11-

09/0468r0 for 

Proposed changes.

	235
	Cypher, David
	J.2.2
	33
	31
	ER
	As per 11-09-0190-00-0000-jan-2009-closing-plenary-reports.ptt, Slide 12, third bullet; Booleans should be capitalized: TRUE and FALSE when “set to” 
	Change true to TRUE


	Accepted as per 

Suggested Comment

	238
	Cypher, David
	J.2.4
	33
	53
	ER
	As per 11-09-0190-00-0000-jan-2009-closing-plenary-reports.ptt, Slide 12, third bullet; Booleans should be capitalized: TRUE and FALSE when “set to” 
	Change true to TRUE


	Accepted as per 

Suggested Comment

	247
	Durand, Roger
	General
	100
	6
	ER
	The overall 11p 6.0 document appears to have gone thru a labotomy relative to recent document revisions regarding details and why 11p is doing what it is doing. I believe 802.11p has moved the wrong way by removing basic needed details in order to comprehend what and why 11p exists as the present document now asks far more questions, then it answers. Simply removing entire portions of the document doesn't answer multiple previous technical comments. 
	Increase document detail so that someone skilled in the 802.11 art can read this document and understand what 11p is doing and why.


	Accepted in principal – TGp has taken great care to provide the requested information in the amendment Clause 5.  The proposed changes are detailed in Document 09/596r0.


2. 
Background, Explanation, Discussion, etc.:

CID# 24 – 5.2.11 STA transmission of data frames outside the context of a BSS – 2nd paragraph, 1st sentence –  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 4 of this document.
3.
Recommended Resolution of the Comments:

See the right column above for the resolutions of the individual comments.
4 Recommended Changes to P802.11p D6.0:
CID# 24 – 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.”
5.
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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Abstract


This paper addresses the IEEE P802.11p/D6.00 “Editorial Required” comments: 14, 21, 24, 25, 27, 29, 31, 32, 43, 46, 66, 75, 146, 155, 213, 215, 216, 235, 238, 247.
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