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	LB125  Comment Resolution

	CID
	Commenter:
	Clause:
	Addressed By:
	Original Date Prepared

	10, 475, 322
	Roy, Richard

Fischer, Matthew
	3,
All
5.2.21
	Lee Armstrong
	12 May 2008 


1. COMMENT:  [From Spreadsheet]
	10
	Roy, Richard
	3.168a
	The concept of a WBSS is unnecessary. The additional functionality required to make STAs WAVE capable neither depends on nor does it require any concept of associating in any way  with other STAs. As stated, this amendment specifies functionality that all
	Remove the definition of WBSS.

	322
	Fischer, Matthew
	11.18
	It says that a WAVE mode STA may only join one WAVE BSS at a time, but what are the restrictions that are in force if a WAVE mode STA has joined a WAVE BSS? Alternatively, what are the restrictions for a WAVE mode STA that has NOT joined a WAVE BSS? I.e. it seems to me that there is no externally observable action executed by the WAVE mode STA to allow an outsider to determine that a join has occurred, and there are no restrictions on behavior of such a WAVE mode STA that I can see, except that it may not join another WAVE BSS at the same time! Maybe there is one observable effect, and that is that the BSSID of frames transmitted by a WAVE mode STA that has joined a WAVE BSS has a non-wildcard value. I believe that the BSSID value has no impact on reception of a frame, unless the frame has an MCAST RA value. Are MCAST RA values allowed within the WAVE context?
	Clarify the purpose of joining a WAVE BSS. If MCAST is allowed within the WAVE context, then perhaps there is some value in joining a WAVE BSS, which would be to create a means to discard MCAST frames that come from other WAVE BSSs. If MCAST is not allowed, then there seems to be no point to the concept of joining a WAVE BSS.

	475
	Roy, Richard
	All
	The concept of a WBSS is unnecessary. The additional functionality required to make STAs WAVE capable neither depends on nor does it require any concept of associating in any way  with other STAs. As stated, this amendment specifies functionality that allows STAs to communicate outside the context of any BSS, and the introduction of the term/concept WBSS only confuses the matter, not to mention the implementer. 
	Remove the description of and all references to WBSS from the document. Also rewrite the intro to reflect the contents of the recommended change.



.
2. Commenter’s Suggested Remedy (If appropriate):  [From Spreadsheet]
See above
3. Background, Explanation, Discussion, etc.:

These are not all the same, but are related. There is a fundamental request to eliminate WAVE BSS entirely. Others of these, and many more in the full set of comments relate to WAVE BSS. Since all WAVE BSS related comments are overtaken by events if the request to eliminate it is accepted, the primary issue to resolve before undertaking any of the rest of these is “should the WAVE BSS be eliminated” as requested in CIDs #10 and 475 and implied in CID # 322. As long as this is an open question/issue, it is pointless to debate the merits of any of the other WAVE BSS comments.

The commentor rightly states that it is possible to implement a system that does not use the WAVE BSS. The flaw in the reasoning is that the ability to operate without this feature does not in itself make the feature useless, or that that it should not exist. The request to remove the feature because the commentor does not see a need for it is equivalent to my drinking coffee black so I insist that all coffee services remove sugar and cream from being offered.
The 802.11 PHY and MAC are there to provide services to upper layers. In the case of 11p, a major consideration is to provide services that support IEEE 1609.3. The 1609.3 standard utilizes WAVE BSS and thus 11p must provide the necessary services to support WAVE BSS. 
There have been suggestions that 1609 should also consider removing the concept of a WAVE BSS. This is highly speculative and it would be a mistake for TGp to make assumptions on how this might turn out. It is most likely that this function will be retained in 1609.3 in which case 11p needs to support it as it currently does. If WAVE BSS were removed from 1609, then 11p still support it as this function is merely allowed and not required to be used. If 1609 deletes WAVE BSS then it would certainly be desirable to clean up 802.11 by removing it, but that issue can be addressed if and when this happens.
The manner in which this WAVE BSS support has been accomplished is so as to have no impact on non-WAVE STAs, thus if the WAVE BSS function is not used, there is no impact on the STA. Having this functionality available does not have a detrimental impact on any devices that choose not to use it but it does provide the necessary services to those devices that do wish to use it.

Just because Starbucks puts cream and sugar out does not mean that I have to put it in my coffee and just because I don’t like them in my coffee does not mean that others should be prevented from using them.

4. Recommended Resolution of the Comment:

Reject CIDs 10 and 475, keeping the concept of a WAVE BSS. This will allow us to proceed with resolving all the other WAVE BSS issues.. 
5. Motion (if technical and/or significant):

(And instructions to the editor.)
Move to: Reject CIDs 10and 475. 
Motion by: ___ _________________Date: _________________
Second:  ___ ___________________

	Approve:10
	Disapprove:0
	Abstain:0
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Abstract


Proposed resolution to CIDs from LB125 relating to the the elimination of WAVE BSS3.
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