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Interpretation of a Motion to Adopt

A motion to approve this submission means that the editing instructions and any changed or added material are actioned in the TGaf Draft.  This introduction is not part of the adopted material.

Editing instructions formatted like this are intended to be copied into the TGaf Draft (i.e. they are instructions to the 802.11 editor on how to merge the text with the baseline documents).

TGaf Editor: Editing instructions preceded by “TGaf Editor” are instructions to the TGaf editor to modify existing material in the TGaf draft.  As a result of adopting the changes, the TGaf editor will execute the instructions rather than copy them to the TGaf Draft.

Discussion:
11-09/1034r1 Working Group Style Guide has been announced at the March 2011 plenary, and available for comment and revision since then. It serves as the 802.11 style guide for amendments to REVmb.
REVmb CID 10213:
	10213
	Missing indexicals in three locations.
	Lines 10, 20, 27:  Insert "the" between "in" and "MA-UNITDATA.indication" in lines 10 and 20.   In line 27 replace "service class parameter in" with "value of the service class parameter in the".
	AGREE (EDITOR: 2010-12-07 15:09:12Z)


Discussion:

Many clause 10 sections have text lacking indexicals like “the”, “this” and “present”. Propose that the TGaf editor insert missing indexicals.
REVmb CID 12009:

	12009
	The MIB is a mess.   It is way way too long,  which creates real administrative headaches for your editor.   Compliance information is missing for many objects.    Compliance requirements are excessive for some optional features.   The updating of GROUP and MANDATORY-COMPLIANCE statements is contrary to IETF rules,  as this creates a class (i.e. runtime error) between compliant SMT agents created using different versions of the MIB.   All these issues lead me to believe that nobody will ever want to implement the MIB as we currently specify it.

See also editor note at 2234.62.

I believe the only use the MIB currently has is defining "local variables" that are referenced from normative text.

The question in my mind is whether we should bother with it or not.  We have determined to the best of our knowledge that the only implementations of the 802.11 MIB are from prehistoric versions. The status Quo is costing us real effort and gaining us nothing. So what do we do:   1) Fix it.   2) Don't maintain it,  mark it as deprecated.   3) remove it?
	On the assumption we want to fix it we should:
1. Educate working group in non-editability of GROUPS and MODULE-COMPLIANCE statements.   I'd suggest we allow a new dot11Compliance<number> to be created at each revision only.
2. Handle compliance for amendments that specify more than a trivial number of objects by having them provide a separate MODULE-COMPLIANCE statement.
3. Put any objects with a missing compliance statement into a  GROUP specific to that feature,  and cite from a MODULE-COMPLIANCE (either an optional group in dot11Compliance or a mandtory or optional group in a new MODULE-COMPLIANCE.)
4. Separate out the .11k+.11v reports into a separate module in a separate Annex.  Yes,  I know this reverses what we did previously,  but in that case it was separate only lexicographically,  but not semantically.   I'm suggesting a separate MODULE statement,  which makes it an independent entity.
5. Ditto with .11u's MGCF objects.
	AGREE IN PRINCIPLE (GEN: 2011-05-12 00:01:51Z)  The sentiment of the group is to keep the current functionality.   



Add the following to the DESCRIPTION at 1842.37 (D8.0):

“Note that not all objects within this MIB are referenced by a group,  and not all groups are referenced by a MODULE-COMPLIANCE statement.   Some existing groups and the dot11Compliance MODULE-COMPLIANCE have been modified since the previous revision of this standard.   Implementations should not claim compliance to dot11Compliance.”


Discussion:

Many Annex C items (‘dot11af_xxx_activated’) should be local variables, not in the station configuration or compliance statements, because their value changes when the SME changes operating classes and channel numbers. There are no editing instructions proposed by this discussion of CID 12009.
REVmb CID 12023:

	12023
	Editor's Note: This, and possibly other additions by .11v should be in 3.2
	Review all additions from .11z, .11v and .11u for dependences on .11 or .11-specific definitions.  Move any such dependent definition to 3.2.
	AGREE IN PRINCIPLE (GEN: 2011-05-12 16:47:49Z) move cited definition to 3.2 

Editor is to move any definitions in 3.1 that are dependant on definitions in 3.2  to 3.2 as well.


Discussion:

Many P802.11af_D1.0 definitions and acronyms are specific to operation under the control of a geo-location database, and should be moved to 3.2.1 or 3.3.1 in the next draft. The FCC rules use terminology like personal/portable device and Mode II device, and such terminology belongs in sections specific to operation in some regulatory domains, rather than being used in general sections of the standard. Propose moving all definitions and acronyms that are specific to some regulatory domains to 3.2.1 and 3.3.1 for the next draft.
REVmb CID 12031:
	12031
	Since the name column was added,  it is clear that some names are overly general,  compared to the descriptions.
	Review all Names,   and make more specific to more closly match description.   Globally change name throughout draft.

E.g. "Not allowed" -> "DLS Not Allowed".
	AGREE (MAC: 2011-05-11 00:02:00Z)


Discussion:

Many P802.11af_D1.0 names are overly general, and are applied in multiple contexts. There are no editing instructions proposed by this discussion of CID 12031.

REVmb CID 12071:
	120
	There are 72 instances of "unicast".   This terms has been deprecated since STD-2007 days.
	Replace "unicast" with "individually addressed" globally,  with appropriate syntax.
	AGREE IN PRINCIPLE (GEN: 2011-05-12 00:55:39Z) - change only values refering to frames. (Watch to not change MIB variable names or reference to security key types or "unicast cypher" or "unicast subfield").


Discussion:

There are several occurrences of “unicast” in P802.11af_D1.0. Propose they are replaced by “individually addressed” with appropriate syntax.

REVmb CID 12089:
	120
	Editor Note: The comments about "accessed big-endian" below are meaningless.

The point is that SNMP provides access to the type as specified - i.e. Integer32.  We don't need to know how SNMP represents integers internally,  and certainly don't need to put it in the description.
	Globally remove any phrases in the MIB similar to "and is accessed bigendian".
	AGREE (GEN: 2011-05-12 00:24:55Z)


Discussion:

Many P802.11af_D1.0 dot11STALCI table elements have descriptive text with “, and is accessed big-endian”. Propose that “, and is accessed big-endian” text is removed in the next TGaf draft.
Proposed Resolution:

Accept changes to P802.11af draft based on discussion and editing instructions in 11-11/0844r0:
TGaf Editor: globally apply rules of 11-10/1034r1 to current draft of TGaf. 
TGaf Editor: in clause 3, move all definitions and acronyms that are specific to some regulatory domains to 3.2.1 and 3.3.1 respectively for the next draft.
TGaf Editor: globally review current draft text and insert missing indexicals. 
TGaf Editor: globally replace “unicast”by”“individually addressed” with appropriate syntax.
TGaf Editor: in Annex C,  delete  “, and is accessed big-endian” from all DESCRIPTION text.
References: 11-10/1284r9 REVmb sponsor ballot comments



Abstract


Proposed changes to apply 11-09/1034r1+ WG Style Guide and comment resolutions from REVmb Sponsor Ballot Comments 11-10/1284r9 CIDs 10213 indexicals, 12009 MIB compliance, 12023 definitions, 12031 restricted naming, 12071 individually addressed, 12089 “accessed big-endian” to TGaf draft. Editing instructions are based on P802.11af speculative Draft 1.02.
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