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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

	4
	Ecclesine, Peter
	3.149a
	2
	17
	ER
	Three elements of miscommunication are deletion, distortion and generalization. The name "Timing and information frame" is too unrelated to this amendment and its scope.
	Change all references to "Timing and WAVE information frame"


	Accepted – the name of the management frame has been changed to “Timing Advertisement” frame as per 09-0048r2

	13
	Emeott, Stephen
	5.2.2.a
	2
	43
	ER
	Sentence should read "This type of communication, which is only possible …"
	Make the suggested change


	Accepted as per Suggested Remedy

Currently TBD

	57
	Stephenson, Dave
	7.1.3.3.3
	6
	12
	ER
	The text would be easier to understand if instead of saying "… except where explicitly permitted elsewhere in this standard.", the text were to revert to the text in IEEE 802.11-2007 and add the specific exception here or a reference to the clause elsewhere in the draft which has the exception.
	Per comment.


	Declined – 5.0 current texts does not ‘break’ the base standard mentioned in the comment. The ‘elsewhere’ in the base standard are specified in subclauses: 7.2.3, 7.3.2.1, 11.1.3, and 11.1.3.2.1?  In addition the 5.0 proposed amendments allows future use of the wildcard if required.

Currently TBD

	65
	Chaplin, Clint
	7.2.2
	6
	45
	ER
	"If the STA is transmitting a data frame outside of a BSS when dot11OCBEnabled is true, the BSSID may be a MAC address that the receiver can filter on the packet or the wildcard BSSID."  Awkward
	"If the STA is transmitting a data frame outside of a BSS when dot11OCBEnabled is true, the BSSID may be a MAC address that the receiver can use to filter the packet or the wildcard BSSID."


	Accepted as per Suggested Remedy

Currently TBD

	68
	Engwer, Darwin
	7.2.2
	6
	46
	ER
	"that the receiver can filter on the packet or the wildcard BSSID" - the grammer in this sentence makes it very challenging to precisely determine what is meant here.
	revise the sentence to correct the grammer and precisely indicate the desired intent of the specifically cited case


	Accept – Accept in principle.  It is proposed to revise the sentence with the Suggested Remedy specified in CID # 65: "If the STA is transmitting a data frame outside of a BSS when dot11OCBEnabled is true, the BSSID may be a MAC address that the receiver can use to filter the packet or the wildcard BSSID."
Currently TBD


	71
	Chaplin, Clint
	7.2.3.a
	7
	1
	ER
	By using the capitalization style "Timing and information" as the name of the frame type, the description gets weird.  In fact, the capitalization of "Information" in the frame name is inconsistent throughout the draft.
	Suggest using "Timing and Information" throughout the draft


	Accepted - Accept in principle.  It is suggested to correct the inconsistency throughout the amendment as per agreed definition (see 3.149a in this amendment): “Timing Advertisement frame”  as per 09-058r2

	156
	Stephenson, Dave
	11.a
	20
	52
	ER
	From the context of the clause, it would seem that "If a STA does not have dot11OCBEnabled defined, the attribute should be regarded as false." is incorrect.
	Change text to "If a STA does not have dot11OCBEnabled defined, the attribute shall be regarded as false."


	Accepted – accept
In principal.  The

Following text is 

Proposed: "If a STA 

does not have 

dot11OCBEnabled 

defined, the attribute 

is viewed as set to 

false."
Currently TBD



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 D5.0:
5.
Motion (if technical and/or significant):

Move to accept the Recommended Resolutions to these comments and the Recommended changes to P802.11p D5.01 noted above and instruct the editor to make these changes to the latest version of P802.11p.
Motion by: ___Francois Simon________________Date: 
Second:  ______________________

	Approve:
	Disapprove:
	Abstain:
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Abstract


This paper addresses the IEEE P802.11p/D5.00 “Editorial Required” comments: 4, 13, 57, 65, 68, 71, and 156





CID# marked in “blue” in the list above are TBDs.   CID#  marked in “red” are declined.
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