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	LB125  Comment Resolution


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

	2
	Roy, Richard
	1.2
	2
	8
	E
	"function" should be plural
	Change "function" to "functions".


	Accepted – as per 
Suggested Remedy.

	3
	Stephens, Adrian
	1.2
	2
	9
	E
	The term "ad hoc" is an informal one without definition.
	Replace "ad hoc" with independent.


	Declined – The term 
‘ad hoc network” is 
defined in 
IEEE Std 802.11-2007, subclause 3.5.  
There is no evidence
 that the definition 
has been removed 
in subsequent 
amendments. 

	6
	Roy, Richard
	5
	2
	29
	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, 1375r1 proposes just such changes.
	As given in 11-08-1375-01-000p-clause 5 changes.doc


	Declined – It is proposed that the subclauses refered in 11-08-1375r02 have been sufficiently addressed in document 09-0043r05. 


	14
	Kenney, John
	5.2.2.a
	2
	52
	E
	Sentence starting "Communication between …" uses "might" and "may".  "May" can be considered normative for an option, so in Clause 5 it is better to use "might"
	Change "such bands may require licensing" to "such bands might require licensing"


	OBE – The text mentioned in the comment is proposed to be replaced by text in 09-0043r05. 

	16
	Stephens, Adrian
	5.2.2.a
	3
	5
	E
	I dislike the use of Latin phrases in an English specification when there are alternative.  It may obscure the meaning to those who are not versed in the classics.
	Replace "a priori" with "in advance".


	Accepted (probare) – as per Suggested Remedy.

	24
	Malarky, Alastair
	6.2.1.1.2
	3
	40
	E
	The instruction doesn't just change the parameters, it adds a sentence.
	Change instruction to "Change the parameters of the primitive and add a sentence following the parameter list as follows:"


	OBE – It is proposed to delete the amendments in clause 6.

	25
	Stephens, Adrian
	6.2.1.1.2
	3
	53
	E
	The optionally of parameters should not be defined in the paramets of the request structure (see clause 10 for examples).
	Remove "(optional)" - 3 places.


	OBE – It is proposed to delete the amendments in clause 6.

	27
	Kenney, John
	6.2.1.1.2
	4
	1
	E
	The words "described in 7.1.3.3.3" are awkward between "BSSID parameter" and "is set"
	change "described in 7.1.3.3.3" to "(see 7.1.3.3.3)"


	OBE – It is proposed to delete the amendments in clause 6.

	29
	Malarky, Alastair
	6.2.1.2.2
	4
	6
	E
	The instruction doesn't just change the parameters, it adds a sentence.
	Change instruction to "Change the parameters of the primitive and add a sentence following the parameter list as follows:"


	OBE – It is proposed to delete the amendments in clause 6.

	31
	Malarky, Alastair
	6.2.1.3.2
	4
	39
	E
	The instruction doesn't just change the parameters, it adds a sentence.
	Change instruction to "Change the parameters of the primitive and add a sentence following the parameter list as follows:"
	OBE – It is proposed to delete the amendments in clause 6.

	33
	Kenney, John
	all
	5
	1
	E
	The spelling of "Timing and Information frame" sometimes uses an upper case I (e.g. 7.3.2.2, page 8, line 13) and sometimes uses a lower case i (e.g. clause 10.3.d.1.1, page 16, line 10)
	Choose a consistent treatment of the case of the letter "I" in Timing and Information frame


	Accepted – in principle. It is proposed to replace
The term “Timing and Information frame” with “Timing Advertisement frame” 

	37
	Malarky, Alastair
	7.1.3.1.2
	5
	20
	E
	Change to "Timing and Information".  Be consistent with usage in rest of amendment.  Note the use of initial caps occurs in other entries (e.g. Control Wrapper in IEEE 802.11y-2008)  
	Change as per comment.  Apply to all occurrences referencing the frame (includes 7.2.3.a, 7.3.2.a, 10.3.d)


	Accepted – in principle. It is proposed to replace
The term “Timing and Information frame” with “Timing Advertisement frame”

	38
	Stephens, Adrian
	7.1.3.1.2
	5
	20
	E
	The name "timing and information" is a dumb one.  All data should be informative,  or it should not be there.
	Add an adjective in front of "information" that describes what kind of information it is.


	Accepted – in principle. It is proposed to replace
The term “Timing and Information frame” with “Timing Advertisement frame”


	40
	Stephens, Adrian
	7.1.3.1.3
	5
	39
	E
	" For data frames outside the context of a BSS, this standard does not  define procedures for using this combination of field values."

This is very long-winded.  The addition is also unnecessary because the previous sentence has already established it's only sent by a STA associated with an AP.

Remember:  Less is more.
	Remove the addition for code 10.    By the same logic,  remove the additio for code 01 (line 42).


	Accepted – as per 

Suggested Remedy.


	42
	Kenney, John
	7.1.3.3.3
	5
	50
	E
	Grammer problem with "the contents of this field uniquely identifies"
	change "contents" to "content"


	Accepted – as per 

Suggested Remedy.

	45
	Malarky, Alastair
	7.1.3.3.3
	5
	52
	E
	The last sentence added to first paragraph is duplicated at beginning of first sentence in new 3rd paragraph.
	Delete last sentence added to first paragraph.


	OBE – It is proposed
to restructure and 

reword the

amendment of

7.1.3.3.3


	46
	Stephens, Adrian
	7.1.3.3.3
	5
	52
	E
	"structure BSS, is the MAC address currently in use by the STA in the AP of the BSS. When communicating
outside the context of a BSS, the value in the BSSID field may be any 48-bit value."

You don't mean this.  Presumably there is some ever-so-subtle link between the bssid field value in a transmitted frame and the value of the optional bssid parameter of the unitdata primitive.
	Reword to relate to the bssid parameter dependent on OCB operation and the presence of the optional bssid parameter.

(This is starting to look like a behavioural spec,  and it might be better to say this in clause 9 if there is a suitable home for it there).


	Accepted in principal.
It is proposed

to restructure and 

reword the

amendment of

7.1.3.3.3


	48
	Kenney, John
	7.1.3.3.3
	5
	53
	E
	"When communicating" at the start of this sentence may be ambiguous with regard to the time to which "when" refers.  It would be better to be more specific and refer to the BSSID field of an individual frame.
	Change "When communicating outside the context of a BSS" to "In a frame sent outside the context of a BSS"


	OBE – It is proposed

to restructure and 

reword the

amendment of

7.1.3.3.3


	50
	Kenney, John
	7.1.3.3.3
	6
	3
	E
	"When STAS are communicating" may ambiguous with regard to the time to which "when" refers.  It would be better to refer to the sending of a specific frame
	Change "When STAs are communicating outside the context of a BSS" to "When a frame is sent outside the context of a BSS"


	OBE – It is proposed to
Delete the paragraph in

Question.

	52
	Kenney, John
	7.1.3.3.3
	6
	6
	E
	"used to set the values of the address fields" sounds like the BSSID might appear in more than one address field of a specific frame.  I believe the intent in using the plural is to account for the fact that the BSSID might appear in different address fields in different frames.  But, pluralization is not necessary, and creates confusion in this case
	change "values of the address fields" to "value of the address field"


	OBE – It is proposed to

Delete the paragraph in

Question.

	53
	Kenney, John
	7.1.3.3.3
	6
	7
	E
	the words "instead of using any BSSID value in the MIB" are a little vague.  Is it possible to be more specific and name the MIB variable?
	If there is a single MIB variable that stores the BSSID value, change "any BSSID value" to the name of the specific MIB variable. Otherwise, if there are multiple potential MIB variables that could store a BSSID value, leave the text unchanged.


	OBE – It is proposed to

Delete the paragraph in

Question.
           

	56
	Stephens, Adrian
	7.1.3.3.3
	6
	11
	E
	Don't use the grocer's plural.
	1's -> ones


	Accepted as per Suggested Remedy

	59
	Kenney, John
	7.1.3.5.1
	6
	26
	E
	The sentence uses the phrase "QoS data frames" in the baseline 802.11 standard, and this amendment adds the phrase "QoS frames" without the "data" modifier.  This omission could cause confusion about whether a different set of frame types is intended compared to the earlier part of the sentence.
	In the added text, change "QoS frames" to "QoS data frames"


	It is assumed that the commenter meant: 7.1.3.5.5.

Accepted as per Suggested 

Remedy

	66
	Kenney, John
	7.2.2
	6
	45
	E
	the phrase "outside of a BSS" is used here, whereas other places use "outside the context of a BSS"
	insert "the context" after "outside"


	Accepted as per Suggested 

Remedy

	69
	Kenney, John
	7.2.2
	6
	46
	E
	the phrase "the BSSID may be a MAC address that the receiver can filter on the packet" is not clear.  What is it that enables a receiver to filter one MAC address and not another?
	Clarify.


	Accepted – A new text is proposed to clarify the point presented in the comment.  Please see document 09-0319r01 for more details.


	77
	Stephens, Adrian
	7.2.3.a
	7
	14
	E
	Don't put the IDs in this table - you are duplicating specification with the consequent dangers of inconsistency.
	Remove "ID=nnn" in this table


	Accepted as per Suggested 

Remedy

	78
	Kenney, John
	7.2.3.a
	7
	16
	E
	This table uses "Country IE" whereas the analogous table for the beacon frame in the baseline (table 7-8) uses just "Country"
	Change "Country IE" to "Country"


	Accepted as per 
Suggested 

Remedy.

	80
	Malarky, Alastair
	7.2.3.a
	7
	16
	E
	Change "ID=7 Included if dot11MultiDomainCapabilityEnabled or
dot11SpectrumManagementRequired is true. Optional" to "ID=7 Optional.  Included if dot11MultiDomainCapabilityEnabled or
dot11SpectrumManagementRequired is true."
	Change as per comment


	Accepted – The proposed text is as follow: “Optional.
Included if

Dot11Multidomain-

CapabilityEnabled or

SpectrumManagement-

Required is true”.

	81
	Kenney, John
	7.2.3.a
	7
	21
	E
	the words "No HLIE may be" are ambigous.  They could mean "is not allowed to be" or they could mean "might not be". I believe the latter interpretation is intended
	change "No HLIE may be included" to "No HLIE is included"


	OBE – It is proposed to remove
HLIE from the amendment.

	86
	Kenney, John
	7.3.2.2
	8
	14
	E
	"BasicRateSet parameter" should be "BSSBasicRateSet parameter" in the added text, as it is in the baseline 802.11 text immediately above this sentence
	change "BasicRateSet" to "BSSBasicRateSet"


	Denied – BasicRateSet
is correct.  Please see

document 09-0058r2 for

details.

	89
	Vlantis, George
	7.3.2.2
	8
	16
	E
	The antecedent of the word "It", which is the subject of the sentence, I believe is "The Supported Rate information",which is the subject of the prior 2 sentences.  However there are a boatload of nouns in between which are sources of confusion and so I recommend replacing the pronoun with its antecedent for readability.  Replace "It" with "The Supported Rate information".
	Replace "It" with "The Supported Rate information".


	OBE – It is proposed to
delete this paragraph.

Please see

document 09-0058r2 for

details.

	98
	cypher, david
	7.3.2.29
	8
	33
	E
	Reverse the Tt.  That is the upper case T is struck out and the lower case t is underscore. Reason The sentence originally was "The …" but now a prepositional phrase was added making "For an infrastructure BSS, the …"
	Change editing underscore and strikethrough for Tt


	Accepted as per 
Suggested 

Remedy.

	99
	Malarky, Alastair
	7.3.2.29
	8
	33
	E
	Change Tt to tT
	Change as per comment


	Accepted as per 
Suggested 

Remedy.

	100
	Vlantis, George
	7.3.2.29
	8
	33
	E
	Typo: the "T" in "The" after the comma, should be lower case.
	Typo: the "T" in "The" after the comma, should be lower case.


	Accepted as per 
Suggested 

Remedy.

	101
	Noens, Richard
	7
	8
	34
	E
	T and t are backwards in the edit.
	Change to have T lined out and t added.


	Accepted as per 
Suggested 

Remedy.

	102
	Roebuck, Randy
	7.3.2.29
	8
	34
	E
	"The" after the comma in "For an infrastructure BSS," should be lower case.
	Change to "For an infrastructure, the EDCA …"


	Accepted as per 
Suggested 

Remedy.

	103
	Vlantis, George
	7.3.2.29
	8
	35
	E
	Typo: the "T" in "The" after the semicolon, should be lower case.
	Typo: the "T" in "The" after the semicolon, should be lower case.


	Accepted as per 
Suggested 

Remedy.

	106
	Kenney, John
	7.3.2.29
	8
	38
	E
	a comma is missing before the final clause of the inserted sentence.
	change "preferred parameter set and the SME" to "preferred parameter set, and the SME"


	OBE – It is proposed

to delete the sentence
mentioned in the

comment 

	107
	Roebuck, Randy
	7.3.2.29
	8
	38
	E
	Comma needs to be added after (dot11OCBEnabled is true).
	Change to "…(dot11OCBEnabled is true), the EDCA…".


	Accepted as per 
Suggested 

Remedy.

	109
	Malarky, Alastair
	7.3.2.29
	9
	1
	E
	Change Tt to tT
	Change as per comment


	Accepted as per 
Suggested 

Remedy.

	111
	Kenney, John
	7.3.2.29
	9
	11
	E
	avoid plural "all STAs" and "frames" since singular will work and is unambiguous
	change "shall be used by all STAs transmitting frames" to "shall be used by a STA transmitting a frame"


	Accepted as per 
Suggested 

Remedy.

	112
	Roy, Richard
	7.3.2.29
	9
	16
	E
	The titles of the two EDCA default parameter tables should be "harmonized".
	Change Table 7.37a title to read: "Default EDCA parameter set for communication outside a BSS"


	Accepted. 

Accepted in 

principal. Suggest

The following: “

Default EDCA

parameter for

communication

outside the 

context of a BSS”

	120
	Stephenson, Dave
	9.1.3.1
	10
	16
	E
	(Line 16-31) The editing instructions and/or underline text do not seem to be correct.  I don't see underline text for IEEE 802.11-2007 clause 9.1.3.1 bullet a) in underline text in the 802.11p draft.

Note: the page and line numbers I'm referring to in my comments are from the red-lined document.  To see what I'm referring to, one needs to look at the non red-lined version on P10L25.
	Per comment.


	       TBD

	126
	Vlantis, George
	10.3.a.1.1
	11
	53
	E
	Typo:  delete the space before the period at the end of the paragraph.
	Typo:  delete the space before the period at the end of the paragraph.


	Accepted as per Suggested 

Remedy.


	129
	Kenney, John
	10.3.b.3.3
	14
	32
	E
	the word "a" is missing after "in response to"
	insert "a" in "in response to MLME-SETTSFTIME.request … primitive"


	OBE – It proposed to delete this
Primitive from the amendment.



	131
	Kenney, John
	10.3.d.1.2
	16
	34
	E
	In the Valid range column of the Capability information entry it says "As defined in frame format".  At an analogous point in the table for the START.request primitive (10.3.10.1.2) it says "As defined in 7.3.1.4".  This more specific pointer is useful
	In the Valid range column of the Capability information entry change "As defined in frame format" to "As defined in 7.3.1.4".


	Accepted as per Suggested 

Remedy.


	134
	Kenney, John
	10.3.d.1.2
	17
	4
	E
	In the phrase "the regulatory domain in which the STA is located" is ambiguous about which STA is meant - the sending or receiving STA.  It may be sufficient to assume both are in the same country, in which case it would be better to say "the regulatory domain in which the sending and receiving STAs are located".  In that case the phrase "and to configure its PHY" should be changed to "and to configure the receiving STA's PHY"
	Change "the STA is located" to "the sending and receiving STAs are located" and change "configure its PHY" to "configure the receiving STA's PHY".  This will work unless we need to worry about the case that the sending and receiving STAs are not in the same regulatory domain.


	TBD


	135
	Kenney, John
	10.3.d.1.2
	17
	11
	E
	The Description field for HLIE says this primitive parameter is an information element.  I believe it is really the intended contents of one or more HLIEs.
	In the Description field change "Higher layer information element" to "The intended contents of one or more Higher layer information elements"


	Declined – The HLIE as 
Been deleted as per

09-0058r2.  The existing

802.11 Std. Vendor 

Specific

Information is used 

Instead.  However, the

Issue remains. If the

Information  placed

Within the VSIE is > 

255 octets, then a SAR

Function within the

Higher layers will be

Required to segment

And re-assemble the

Information.  In this 
Case multiple VSIEs

Needs to be sent and

Received.

	136
	Kenney, John
	10.3.d.3.2
	18
	46
	E
	In the Valid range column of the Capability information entry it says "As defined in frame format".  At an analogous point in the table for the START.request primitive (10.3.10.1.2) it says "As defined in 7.3.1.4".  This more specific pointer is useful
	In the Valid range column of the Capability information entry change "As defined in frame format" to "As defined in 7.3.1.4".


	Deferred – The base

Std. is not

consistent on this

point (i.e. MLME-

ASSOCIATE.

request)      


	137
	Kenney, John
	10.3.d.3.2
	19
	4
	E
	"this STA" is ambiguous
	change "this STA" to "the transmitting STA"


	Accept in principal.
It is proposed to change

The text related to the

Comment.  See

Document 09-0171r1 for

Details.



	139
	Kenney, John
	10.3.d.3.2
	19
	15
	E
	In the phrase "the regulatory domain in which the STA is located" is ambiguous about which STA is meant - the sending or receiving STA.  It may be sufficient to assume both are in the same country, in which case it would be better to say "the regulatory domain in which the sending and receiving STAs are located".  In that case the phrase "and to configure its PHY" should be changed to "and to configure the receiving STA's PHY"
	Change "the STA is located" to "the sending and receiving STAs are located" and change "configure its PHY" to "configure the receiving STA's PHY".  This will work unless we need to worry about the case that the sending and receiving STAs are not in the same regulatory domain.


	TBD


	140
	Kenney, John
	10.3.d.3.2
	19
	23
	E
	The Description field for HLIE says this primitive parameter is an information element.  I believe it is really the intended contents of one or more HLIEs.
	In the Description field change "Higher layer information element" to "The intended contents of one or more Higher layer information elements"


	Declined – The HLIE as 

Been deleted as per

09-0058r2.  The existing

802.11 Std. Vendor 

Specific

Information is used 

Instead.  However, the

Issue remains. If the

Information  placed

Within the VSIE is > 

255 octets, then a SAR

Function within the

Higher layers will be

Required to segment

And re-assemble the

Information.  In this 

Case multiple VSIEs

Needs to be sent and

Received.

	142
	Roebuck, Randy
	11.1
	19
	53
	E
	Better wording by replacing "for" with "of".
	Reword phase "Refer to 11.a for optional synchronization of STAs communicating outside a BSS."


	OBE – It is proposed to delete this subclause.  See 09-0140r1.

	146
	Kenney, John
	11.3
	20
	9
	E
	it would be better to tie permission to send class 1 frames to the state of the dot11OCBEnabled MIB parameter rather than to "when communicating outside the context of a BSS"
	change "and when communicating outside the context of a BSS" to "and when a STA has dot11OCBEnabled set to true"


	OBE – It is proposed to delete this subclause.  See 09-0140r1.

	148
	Kenney, John
	11.3
	20
	16
	E
	it would be better to tie permission to send Block Ack frames to the state of the dot11OCBEnabled MIB parameter rather than to "when communicating outside the context of a BSS"
	change "when communicating outside the context of a BSS" to "when a STA has dot11OCBEnabled set to true"


	OBE – It is proposed to delete this subclause.  See 09-0140r1.

	149
	Kenney, John
	11.3
	20
	17
	E
	it would be better to tie permission to send Block Ack Request frames to the state of the dot11OCBEnabled MIB parameter rather than to "when communicating outside the context of a BSS"
	change "when communicating outside the context of a BSS" to "when a STA has dot11OCBEnabled set to true"


	OBE – It is proposed to delete this subclause.  See 09-0140r1.

	150
	Kenney, John
	11.3
	20
	28
	E
	it would be better to tie permission to send action frames to the state of the dot11OCBEnabled MIB parameter rather than to "when communicating outside the context of a BSS"
	change "when communicating outside the context of a BSS" to "or by a STA with dot11OCBEnabled set to true"


	OBE – It is proposed to delete this subclause.  See 09-0140r1.

	152
	Kenney, John
	11.3
	20
	34
	E
	it would be better to tie permission to send data frames to the state of the dot11OCBEnabled MIB parameter rather than to "when communicating outside the context of a BSS"
	change "between STAs communicating outside the context of a BSS" to "sent by a STA with dot11OCBEnabled set to true"


	OBE – It is proposed to delete this subclause.  See 09-0140r1.

	153
	Kenney, John
	11.a
	20
	45
	E
	The phrase "communicate outside of the context of a BSS" has an extra "of" compared to the usage elsewhere in the document
	change "communicate outside of" to "communicate outside"


	OBE – It is proposed to delete
The paragraph associated with the comment.

	162
	Kenney, John
	11.a.1
	21
	9
	E
	The reference to 11.a.2 in the first sentence is placed at the end of the sentence.  It would be better to insert it after the words "TSF timer" earlier in the sentence
	insert "(see 11.a.2)" after "the STA's TSF timer" and delete it from the end of the first sentence of 11.a.1


	OBE – It is proposed to delete the entire sub-clause from the amendment.  See 09-0273r2

	164
	Roy, Richard
	11.a.2
	21
	15
	E
	This text is not necessary as it is a repeat of earlier clasue 11 material.
	Remove this subclause.


	Accepted as per Suggested Remedy.  See 09-0273r2

	167
	Kenney, John
	11.a.2
	21
	17
	E
	It would be better to to the TSF timer requirement to the state of the dot11OCBEnabled MIB parameter rather than to a STA "communicating outside the context of a BSS"
	In the first sentence of 11.a.2 change "Each STA communicating outside the context of a BSS" to "Each STA with dot11OCBEnabled set to true"


	OBE – It is proposed to delete the entire sub-clause from the amendment.  See 09-0273r2

	173
	Stephens, Adrian
	17.3.10.2
	22
	3
	E
	What is WAVE?  Why does it suddenly appear in this table?
	Explain its relevance or call it something more neutral.


	Accepted in principle
The term “WAVE”
 has been deleted
 from the proposed
 P802.11p.

	177
	Lauer, Joseph
	A.4.3
	23
	25
	E
	The status for CF <n+1> contains an "O" and an "O.2".  
	Remove the extra "O", leaving only "O.2" after the predicate.


	Accepted as per 
Suggested 

Remedy.

	179
	Malarky, Alastair
	A
	23
	27
	E
	PICS entry CF<n+1> ends in “:O O.2”  but should be “:O” as per 11-08/1397r1.
	Change as per comment


	Accepted as per 
Suggested 

Remedy.

	181
	Malarky, Alastair
	A
	24
	48
	E
	OF.3.3.n, OF3.3.n+1 and OF3.3.n+2 should be OF.3.3.<n>, OF3.3.<n+1> and OF3.3.<n+2> 
	Change as per comment


	Accepted as per 
Suggested 

Remedy.

	182
	Roebuck, Randy
	A.4.8
	24
	48
	E
	(Line 48-51) Add "< >" to items "n and n+1"
	Change to "OF3.3.<n>" and "OF3.3.<n+1>"


	Accepted as per 
Suggested 

Remedy.

	183
	Roebuck, Randy
	A.4.8
	25
	4
	E
	Add "< >" to items "n+2"
	Change to "OF3.3.<n+2>"


	Accepted as per 
Suggested 

Remedy.

	186
	Ecclesine, Peter
	Annex D
	25
	52
	E
	802.11y-2008 uses dot11smt 16.
	Update Annex D numbering to match the baseline.


	             TBD

	188
	Ecclesine, Peter
	Annex D
	26
	1
	E
	All the Annex D elements and structures are written in Courier font, not NewTimesRoman
	Use the correct font in Annex D text.


	Deferred – It was 
understood 

that Annex D was 
supposed to be 
‘Courier’ font; not “New

Times Roman”. 
 What is the correct font?

TBD

	196
	Roebuck, Randy
	Annex D
	27
	7
	E
	What are WAVE defined procedures?
	Add note on their procedures source which I assume is "IEEE 1609.3 Networking Services"


	The term “WAVE” has 
been deleted from the 
proposed P802.11p.


	203
	Ecclesine, Peter
	Annex D
	29
	13
	E
	In dot11PhyOFDMEntry, the comma at the end of "dot11PhyOFDMChannelWidth INTEGER," was inserted, so it should be underlined.
	Underline the final comma


	Accepted as per 
Suggested 

Remedy.

	204
	Kenney, John
	Annex I
	30
	34
	E
	The abbreviation ITS may not be known to some readers
	Change "ITS" to "Intelligent Transportation Systems (ITS)"


	Accepted as per 
Suggested 

Remedy.

	205
	Roy, Richard
	I.2.1
	31
	22
	E
	The reference to ETSI EN 301 389-1 is incorrect.  The correct reference is ETSI EN 301 893-1.
	Replace ETSI EN 301 389-1 with ETSI EN 301 893-1 in the draft and make the same correction for all such occurences in 802.11-2007.


	Accepted as per 
Suggested 

Remedy.

	207
	Roy, Richard
	I.2.3
	32
	33
	E
	The two paragraphs: "Normative transmit spectrum masks defined herein are required for correct inter-operability of devices where regulations classify devices of different transmit power levels in the same band and such devices can be operated in the same area, or when regulations have not yet been established but are anticipated.  [New paragraph] Informative spectrum masks given here are those additional by regulation to the normative spectrum masks within this standard for the indicated regulatory domains and are provided for information only." are confusing.
	Rewrite to make the meaning clear. 


	Accepted in principal.
New text for this subclause is proposed – 09-0184r1

And 09-0234r1

	211
	Malarky, Alastair
	J.2.2
	36
	3
	E
	The instruction for J.2.2 and the first sentence do not correctly reflect 11-80/0907r7.

It currently reads:

Insert the following new section, J.2.2, noting <ANA> refers to the ANA number assigned to the new entries in Table I.3 through this amendment.

J.2.2 5.850 to 5.925 GHz in the USA

STAs operating under the behavior limits set <ANA> are required to be registered with the FCC ULS. The registration includes:......
	Change to (highlighted changes in bold):

Add the following new section J.2.2, noting <ANAB> refers to the ANA number assigned to the first of the new entries in Table I.3 through this amendment.

J.2.2 5.850 to 5.925 GHz in the USA

STAs operating under the behaviour limits set <ANAB> are required to be registered with the FCC ULS. The registration includes:......


	Accepted as per 
Suggested 

Remedy.


2. Background, Explanation, Discussion, etc.:

3. Recommended Resolution of the Comments:

See the right column above for the resolutions of the individual comments.
4. Recommended Changes to P802.11p D5.00:
5.
Motion (if technical and/or significant):

Move to accept the Recommended Resolutions to these comments and the Recommended changes to P802.11p D5.0 noted above and instruct the editor to make these changes to P802.11p D5.0.
Motion by: ___Francois Simon________________Date: 
Second:  ______________________

	Approve:
	Disapprove:
	Abstain:
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