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	LB154  Comment Resolution


1. COMMENT:
	ID
	Commenter
	Clause
	Pg
	Ln
	Type
	Comment
	Suggested Remedy
	Resolution

	6
	Wang, Qi 
	7.2.3.14
	5
	39
	TR
	What is the format for reporting "Timestamp" in the Timing Advertisement frame in terms of the length of the field and the units used? If the intention is to use the same format as the timestamp field used in the beacons, please state so, and/or provide a clause reference. 
	As in comment. 
	Declined.  This comment is out of scope for this ballot as it does not relate to changed material or material effects by changed material or a previous unsatisfied comment.
The comment will be submitted by the TGp chair during the sponsor ballot.

	7
	Roebuck, Randy
	7.2.3.14
	5
	48
	E
	Time Advertisement element in table 7-18a is different order than 10.3.51.1.2 service primitive.
	Frame format needs to have consisent ordering with primitives
	Accepted per Suggested Remedy.

Withdrawn

	8
	Roebuck, Randy
	7.2.3.14
	5
	49
	E
	Table 7-18a does not include "RCPI & Source MAC Address" in its format as shown in the receiving indication.
	Add "RCPI & Source MAC Address" line between Power constraint and Extended Capabilities.
	Accepted per Suggested Remedy.

Withdrawn

	9
	Malarky, Alastair
	7.3.2
	6
	40
	E
	"Ids" is incorrect in Table 7-26 title.  It should be "IDs".
	As per comment
	Accepted per Suggested Remedy.

Withdrawn

	10
	Bumiller, George
	7.3.2.26
	6
	47
	T
	The use of OUIs and related identifiers affects several TGs and their drafts. Going through clauses 7.3.1.31, 7.3.2.26 and 7.4.5, the draft makes the case that the IEEE-assigned identifiers of 24-bit and 36-bit length can be differentiated since the OUI (24-bit) portion of the 36-bit identifier indicates when its length really is 36 bits. This would then require examination of the 24-bit portion to determine what its length really is.
There's also the issue of vendor-specific information, and the restrictions that must be place on it to avoid collisions with IEEE identifiers.
_Simplicity_ has much to recommend it. The indicator or information length should be quickly and easily determined.
Create a new (for the longer organizational identifiers) Vendor Specific IE and a corresponding Vendor Specific Action Frame for these identifiers.
	Create a Vendor Specific IE for the 36-bit identifiers.
	Declined.  This comment is out of scope for this ballot as it does not relate to changed material or material effects by changed material or a previous unsatisfied comment.

The comment will be submitted by the TGp chair during the sponsor ballot.
Withdrawn.

	11
	Montemurro, Michael
	7.3.2.26
	6
	47
	TR
	My principle concerns with overloading the OUI field in the Vendor-Specific IE are the following:
1) The fields in the IE are all variable length and cannot be parsed properly.
2) It's possible for Organizational Identifiers (seeing as they can be different lengths) to collide with existing Vendor Specific IE's. This causes interoperability issues.
By creating a new IE, parsing is simpler and collisions (which result in interoperability issues are minimized.
	Create a new Vendor Specific IE to handle "longer" organizational identifiers.
	Declined.  This comment is out of scope for this ballot as it does not relate to changed material or material effects by changed material or a previous unsatisfied comment.

The comment will be submitted by the TGp chair during the sponsor ballot.

It is not true that the 24-bit and 36-bit OUIs cannot be parsed in the same VSIE.

Withdrawn.


	12
	Ecclesine, Peter
	7.3.2.26
	7
	4
	ER
	After making the change, the text has an extra space befor "j": "The length of the vendor specific content is n- j octets"
	Fix text
	Accepted per Suggested Remedy.

Withdrawn

	13
	Bumiller, George
	7.4.5
	8
	49
	T
	The use of OUIs and related identifiers affects several TGs and their drafts. Going through clauses 7.3.1.31, 7.3.2.26 and 7.4.5, the draft makes the case that the IEEE-assigned identifiers of 24-bit and 36-bit length can be differentiated since the OUI (24-bit) portion of the 36-bit identifier indicates when its length really is 36 bits. This would then require examination of the 24-bit portion to determine what its length really is.
There's also the issue of vendor-specific information, and the restrictions that must be place on it to avoid collisions with IEEE identifiers.
_Simplicity_ has much to recommend it. The indicator or information length should be quickly and easily determined.
Create a new (for the longer organizational identifiers) Vendor Specific IE and a corresponding Vendor Specific Action Frame for these identifiers.
	Create a Vendor Specific Action frame for 36-bit identifiers.
	Declined.  This comment is out of scope for this ballot as it does not relate to changed material or material effects by changed material or a previous unsatisfied comment.

The comment will be submitted by the TGp chair during the sponsor ballot.

Withdrawn

	14
	Montemurro, Michael
	7.4.5
	8
	49
	TR
	My principle concerns with overloading the OUI field in the Vendor-Specific Action Details are  the following:
1) The fields in the Action Details are all variable length and cannot be parsed properly.
2) It's possible for Organizational Identifiers (seeing as they can be different lengths) to collide with existing Vendor Specific Action frames. This causes interoperability issues.
By creating a new action frame type, parsing is simpler and collisions (which result in interoperability issues are minimized.
	Create a new Vendor Specific Action frame type to handle action frames with "longer" organizational identifiers.
	Declined.  This comment is out of scope for this ballot as it does not relate to changed material or material effects by changed material or a previous unsatisfied comment.

The comment will be submitted by the TGp chair during the sponsor ballot.

It is not true that the 24-bit and 36-bit OUIs cannot be parsed in the same vendor-specific action frame.
Withdrawn

	15
	Chaplin, Clint
	9.9.1.2
	10
	25
	E
	"Insert the following text at the end the second paragraph of 9.9.1.2 after NOTE 3:"  missing "of"
	"Insert the following text at the end of the second paragraph of 9.9.1.2 after NOTE 3:"
	Declined.  TGp declines to consider this comment at this time.  The comment will be submitted by the TGp chair during the sponsor ballot.

	16
	Roebuck, Randy
	10.3.51.1.2
	14
	44
	E
	Time Advertisement element comes in different order than shown in Table 7-18a.
	Primitive needs to be consisent with the frame format.
	Accepted per Suggested Remedy.

Withdrawn

	17
	Roebuck, Randy
	10.3.51.3.2
	16
	37
	E
	Time Advertisement element comes in different order than shown in Table 7-18a.
	Primitive needs to be consisent with the frame format.
	Accepted per Suggested Remedy.

Withdrawn

	18
	Wang, Qi 
	11.1
	17
	47
	TR
	"A STA for which dot11OCBEnabled is true is not a member of a BSS, and is not required to synchronize to a common clock or use these mechanisms." This sentence disallows the use of a TSF timer at a TGp STA, since TSF timer is one of the mechanisms defined in 11.1.  However, this contradicts to the statement in 11.21.1 (pg18, Line34) that "According to 11.1.2. each STA maintains a TSF Timer for synchronization purpose.".   Modify the text to be consistent. 
	As in comment. 
	Declined.  The use of a TSF timer is not precluded by this statement.

	19
	Roebuck, Randy
	11.1
	17
	48
	E
	PIC needs to be added for "No Synchronization Required to Common Clock"
	Change "is not required" to "shall not be required" in last sentence.
	Accepted per Suggested Remedy.

Withdrawn

	20
	Chaplin, Clint
	11.3
	17
	53
	TR
	The added footnote is changing normative behavior, and thus cannot be a footnote.
	Change the footnote into an in-line statement
	Declined.  TGp declines to consider this comment at this time.  The comment will be submitted by the TGp chair during the sponsor ballot.

	21
	Stephens, Adrian
	11.3
	18
	7
	T
	The inserted footnote contains information that should be presented in body text.    Also,  authentication and assocition variables define a state that is used in filtering frames.    What classes are frames when OCBEnabled is true?  How are they filtered?
	Remove footnote.  Replace "A STA" at P18L1 with "A STA in which dot11OCBEnabled is true".  Add note after it:  "NOTE--For operation of a STA in which dot11OCBEnabled is true,  see 11.20".
	Declined.  TGp declines to consider this comment at this time.  The comment will be submitted by the TGp chair during the sponsor ballot.

	22
	Chaplin, Clint
	11.20
	18
	18
	E
	"subtype Action and Timing Advertisement"
	"subtypes Action and Timing Advertisement"
	Declined.  TGp declines to consider this comment at this time.  The comment will be submitted by the TGp chair during the sponsor ballot.

	23
	Stephens, Adrian
	11.20
	18
	18
	T
	11.3 also deals with frame classification.   This is not used with OCBEnabled.
	Add "classification" to the list after "association".
	Declined.  TGp declines to consider this comment at this time. The comment will be submitted by the TGp chair during the sponsor ballot.

	24
	Wang, Qi 
	11.21.1
	18
	34
	TR
	"According to 11.1.2. each STA maintains a TSF Timer for synchronization purpose." Since TGp devices don't operate in a BSS, the TSF timer here represents a local time and is different from the TSF value advertised by the beacon in an infrastructure BSS. Please provide an accurate description for what the TSF timer represents.
	As in comment. 
	Declined.  The TSF timer in this case does not represent a local time, but, when corrected by values in the Time Advertisement IE, the result is a local time.  See the third paragraph of 7.3.2.65.
The comment will be submitted by the TGp chair during the sponsor ballot.

	25
	Wang, Qi 
	11.21.2
	19
	1
	TR
	"…. The receiving STA's SME can use the Timestamp, Local Time, and Time Advertisement information element to align its estimate of the time standard to the transmitting STA's estimate of the corresponding time standard." Is the flight time ignored? Please clarify. 
	As in comment. 
	Declined.  Whether or not the flight time is included in the corrections is an implementation issue.

	36
	Cypher, David
	Annex D
	26
	42
	TR
	Instruction on line 40 states "Insert dot11TempType2", while on line 42 the name is "dot11TempType" not  dot11TempType2.  Besides dot11TempType was deprecated in the previous instruction on line 20.  This was correct in Draft 7, but now changed in Draft 8.  There was no associated comment in the last comment resolution to indicate this change.
	Change "dot11TempType" to "dot11TempType2" by inserting a number, 2.
	Declined.  TGp declines to consider this comment at this time.  The comment will be submitted by the TGp chair during the sponsor ballot.
The technical editor made a typographical error: it was correct in the previous draft; there was no comment associated with this text; and no intention to change it.

	37
	Cypher, David
	Annex D
	26
	42
	T
	Instruction on line 40 states "Insert dot11TempType2", while on line 42 the name is "dot11TempType" not  dot11TempType2.  Besides dot11TempType was deprecated in the previous instruction on line 20.
	Change "dot11TempType" to "dot11TempType2" by inserting a number, 2.
	Declined.  TGp declines to consider this comment at this time.  The comment will be submitted by the TGp chair during the sponsor ballot.
The technical editor made a typographical error: it was correct in the previous draft; there was no comment associated with this text; and no intention to change it.


2. Background

This submission proposes the resolution to the comment for Clauses 7, 9, 10, 11 and Annex D.
3. Recommended Resolution of the Comments:

Not Applicable.

4. Motion (if technical and/or significant and instructions to the editor):

Move to accept the Comment Resolutions in Doc. #11-09/0988r3 to resolve the comments of Letter Ballot 154 on P802.11p D8.0 as stated herein above in Item 1.

Motion by: ___George Vlantis______Date: ___9/21/09________
Second:  ___Francois Simon_______

	Approve: 9
	Disapprove: 0 
	Abstain: 2
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Abstract


This submission proposes resolutions to the comments for Clauses 7, 9, 10, 11 and Annex D.
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