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	“Sponsor Ballot” Comment Resolution


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

	FS-1
	Francois Simon
	Cover page
	0
	42
	E
	While the remaining of the document is “justify” format, this paragraph is not.  Note that this papgraph will not be included in IEEE Std 802.11
	“Justify” the paragraph
	Make change as per Suggested Remedy

	1002


	Turner, Michelle


	0
	0


	0
	ER
	Is ITU-R TF.460.6 in the Base or introduced in a previous amendment? If not, please cite the document in text in this amendment if it is needed for the implementation of the document.
	
	Declined – ITU-R TF.460.6 is mentioned in subclause 7.3.2.65, Table 7-35b of P802.11p/D9.0.  The appropriate normative reference is added in clause 2 of P802.11p/D9.0.  The current IEEE Std 802.11 does not include this reference.

	FS-2
	Francois Simon
	Intro.
	iii
	6
	E
	If the text in the box is intended to reflect the title of the P802.11p amendement (front page), then 2 items needs to be changed: 1) “7” after “Amendment” needs to added; 2) the word “(WAVE”) needs to be removed.
	Make the corrections as per comment.
	Make change as per Suggested Remedy

	FS-3
	Francois Simon
	Copyrights
	iii
	49
	E
	It is not believed that “Selfregulation” is an English word (American).
	Replace “selfregulation” with “self regulation”
	Suggesting making the change.

	1020


	Malarky, Alastair


	
	1
	39
	E
	The amendment base cited is outdated. For example IEEE P802.11w is now IEEE Std 802.11w 2009.
	Update amendment base to current status of amendments applicable to 802.11p. Reflect changes where applicable in body


	Accepted - TBD – All the latest documents need to be identified.  Replace “P802.11w” with “P802.11w-2009”.  Replace “P802.11z-D5.0” with “P802.11z-D6.0.

	1122


	Chaplin, Clint


	2


	2
	16
	ER
	Here the ITU-T specification is called TF.460.6, while in the body of the standard it's called TF.460-6. Which is correct?
	Correct here to TF460-6, or correct elsewhere to TF.460.6


	Accepted:  The identification of ITU Recommendation specified in the comment is:
“ITU-R TF.460-6”.  
It is proposed to correct the reference in clause 2.  It is correct in subclause 7.3.2.65

	1128


	Roy, Richard
	5.2.6
	2
	36
	ER
T

(J.K.)
	Text reads: "A QoS STA or QoS AP must implement those core QoS facilities necessary for its QoS functions to interoperate with other STAs in the BSS or to interoperate with other STAs when exchanging QoS data frames outside the context of a BSS (see 5.2.10 and 11.20)." where "or to interoperate with other STAs when exchanging QoS data frames outside the context of a BSS (see 5.2.10 and 11.20)." has been inserted.
	Instead of adding the clause, delete "in the BSS" and add a "QoS" modifier so the text reads: "A QoS STA or QoS AP must implement those core QoS facilities necessary for its QoS functions to interoperate with other QoS STAs." This is after all the intent, and it is much clearer.


	 TBD – For information, responding to the comment question, this was added in P802.11p/D6.0 – March 2009.

	1131


	Roy, Richard


	5.2.10
	2
	43


	E
	Text reads: "5.2.10 STA transmission of data frames outide the context of a BSS" could be clearer.


	Suggested replacement: "5.2.10 STA transmission of data frames over links outside the context of a BSS"


	Counter – The expression “over links” seems to be too specific and can be subjected to various interpretations. It would not seem appropriate when including broadcast transmission over the air.  
It is proposed to retain the current clause title.

	1035


	Roebuck, Randal


	5.2.10


	3
	11


	E
	Add "to" between defined & operate.


	Read as "dot11OCBEnabled defined to operate as if"


	Declined – The sentence is correct as is.  One interpretation of the sentence could be: “STA’s that do not have the MIB variable defined operate as if it is false”.  It is proposed to make no change to the text.

	1103


	Mcnew, Justin


	5.2.10


	3
	18


	E
	Regarding "(see clause 7.2.3.14)", the word "clause" is not necessary, unless referring to a major clause heading
	Remove the word "clause" so it reads, "see 7.2.3.14)


	Accepted – as per Suggested Remedy.  The proposed change text reads:
“…(see 72.3.14)…”

	1115


	Mcnew, Justin


	5.2.10


	3
	20
	E
	The paragraph specifically calls out the TA, but in fact the vendor specific action frame is more likely to be used
	Add the sentence " The Vendor Specific Action frame is another example of a management frame used OCB


	Accepted – as per Suggested Remedy.  It is proposed to add the following sentence:
 “The Vendor Specific Action frame is another example of a management frame used outside the context of a BSS”
placed before the last sentence of the last paragraph.

	1104


	Mcnew, Justin


	5.2.10


	3
	21
	E
	Regarding "When dot11OCBEnabled is true, a sending STA sets the BSSID field to thewildcard BSSID value", it's confusing because "wildcard BSSID value" hasn't been defined yet.
	Add "(see 7.1.3.3.3)" to the end of the cited sentence


	Accepted – as per Suggested Remedy.  The proposed text change reads:
“….field to the wildcard BSSID value (see 7.1.3.3.3).”

	1036


	Roebuck, Randal


	5.3.1


	3
	32
	E
	Data confidentiality (not used when dot11OCBEnabled is true) is not discussed (unlike a or b) in the requirements section or listed as PIC.
	Add "Data Confidentiality" explaination in the appropiate section.


	Accepted in principle – “Data Confidentiality” provides the security of a WLAN up to the level of security implicit in wired LAN. In the P802.11p amendment, security services are outside the scope of 802.11 and are performed in layers above the MAC sublayer.  It is proposed to change the text in subclause 5.2.10, 2nd paragraph, at the end of the 3rd sentence.  Replace 
“….does not utilize the 802.11 authentication or association services.” with 
“…does not utilize the 802.11 authentication, or association, or data confidentiality services”.

	1105


	Mcnew, Justin


	7.1.3.1.2
	3
	54
	E
	Since the editing instructions specify "insert", there's no need to underscore the entries row 2 of the table
	Remove the underlining from the entries for "00", "Management", "0110" and "Timing Advertisement" in row 2


	Accepted in principle – According to the instructions on page 1 – “Insert” - , the Suggested Remedy appears to be correct.  Proposing to remove the underlines.

	1022


	Malarky, Alastair


	7.1.3.3.3


	4
	32


	E
	The order of the sentences in this last paragraph of 7.1.3.3.3 is a bit awkward. It seems incorrect to specify a specific use of wildcard BSSID and then make the general statement using the word "elsewhere" which excludes the previous sentence.
	recommend changing last paragraph to read "The value of all 1s is used to indicate the wildcard BSSID. The wildcard value shall not be used in the BSSID field except where explicitly permitted in this standard. When dot11OCBEnabled is true, the wildcard value shall be used in the BSSID field."
	Accepted per Suggested Remedy.  It is propose to change the paragraph as follows: 

“The value of all 1s is used to indicate the wildcard BSSID. The wildcard value shall not be used in the BSSID field except where explicitly permitted in this standard. When dot11OCBEnabled is true, the wildcard value shall be used in the BSSID field."


	1023


	Malarky, Alastair


	7.2.2


	5
	10


	E
	The Address field contains, not carries, the value (see previous sentence in paragraph).
	Replace "or that it carries" with "or that it contains"


	Accepted per Suggested Remedy.  Propose to change sentence as follows:
“or that it contains"



	1038


	Roebuck, Randal


	7.2.3.14


	5
	48


	ER
	Time Advertisement element in table 7-18a is different order than 10.3.51.1.2 service primitive.
	Frame format is the mandatory ordering where primitives should be consisent and not cause confusion.
	Counter – Table 7-18a identifies the IEs that may be included in the Timing Advertisement frame and their proper order. That frame is to be transmitted on the  “air interface”.  On the other hand,  10.3.51.1.2 specifies the parameter passed between the SME and the LME.  This abstract operation is internal to the STA  and it is  implementation dependent.  The parameters are only loosly associated with the frame’s IEs and ordering is not required. It is the responsibility of the implementation to “translate” the parameters to IE content. While not required, the order in the primitives will be reordered to track those in the frame format.  It is propose to change the order of the parameters in 10.3.51.1.2 as follows:
1) Capability information

2) Country

3) Power constraint

4) Time advertisement

5) Extended Capabilities

6) VendorSpecificInfo

	1095


	Kenney, John


	7.3.1.31


	6
	20
	E
	It is unwise for a standard to use the phrase "currently assigns" unless necessary, since it is apt to become incorrect in the future.
	Change "currently assigns" to "has assigned"


	Accepted per Suggested Remedy. 
The proposed text reads:

“The IEEE has assigned public…..”


	FS-4
	Francois Simon
	7.3.1.31
	6
	21
	E
	Misspelling of “e.g.,”
	Replace “e.g.” with “e.g,”
	Change as per suggested remedy.

	1096


	Kenney, John


	7.3.1.31


	6
	21
	E
	The clause construction is grammatically incorrect. The words "both of" should not be followed by "and of some".


	Omit the word "some". Put a period after "longer length". After the inserted period, change "where" to "In the latter case" before "specific OUI values"
	Accepted – The current text in the third sentence: 
“…(OUI) and some longer length where specific OUI…”
 is proposed to be changed to: 
“…(OUI) and longer length, in the latter case specific OUI…”

	1097


	Kenney, John


	7.3.1.31


	6
	32


	E
	the word "This" in the final sentence of the note is unclear.
	Change "This" to "The value of y"
	Accepted per Suggested Remedy.  The proposed change reads:
“The value of “ y” is specified…”



	1024


	Malarky, Alastair


	7.3.2


	6
	40


	E
	"Ids" is incorrect in Table 7-26 title. It should be "IDs".
	As per comment


	Accepted in principal – It is proposed to correct Table 7-26 title.  However, the title is not part of the P802.11p amendment as this table exists and titled correctly in the base standard.  The proposed correction in D9.0 is as follows: 
“Table 7-26-Element IDs”

	FS-5
	Francois Simon
	7.3.2
	6
	45
	E
	All entries in the table should be “”centered”
	Center all entries in the table in their respective cells to be consistent with the base standard.
	Change as per suggested remedy.

	1025


	Malarky, Alastair


	7.3.2.26


	7
	4


	E
	After making the change, the text has an extra space before "j": "The length of the vendor specific content is n- j octets"
	Fix text


	Accepted per Suggested Remedy.  Propose change:

“n-j”.

	1098


	Kenney, John


	7.3.2.26


	7
	4


	E
	There is an extra space between the minus sign and the inserted character "j"
	remove the extra space so it reads "n-j"


	Accepted per Suggested Remedy.  Propose change:

“n-j”.

	1106


	Mcnew, Justin


	7.3.2.26


	7
	
	E
	In 7.3.2.26, there are several instances of mathematical variables "j" and "n". It would be more clear if these variables were in italics. There are many examples of this in the base document.


	Put variables "j" and "n" in italics. Also, remove parentheses around variables,e.g. "(n)", where they occur in the text.


	Accepted in principal -  As per Suggested remedy.  However, this rule will also affect subclause 7.3.1.31. The propose changes will affect:
7.3.1.31 – Page 6 - Line 22

7.3.2.26 – Page 7 – Line 2

                              - Line 3

                              - Line 4

                              - Line 10 

	1099


	Kenney, John


	7.3.2.29


	7
	30
	E
	The edited sentece omits the explicit mention of EDCA parameters found in the baseline sentence
	Insert "EDCA parameters" between "the default" and "values"


	Accepted per Suggested Remedy.  The proposed change reads:
“…the default EDCA parameters values used….”



	1003


	Hsu, Chun-Yen


	7.3.2.29


	7
	34


	E
	'...if dot11OCBEnabled is false' should be '...if dot11OCBEnabled is FALSE'


	Change the title of Table 7-37 as 'Table 7-37 - Default EDCA Parameter Set element parameter values if dot11OCBEnabled is FALSE'


	Decline – From the 802.11 WG Editor’s Meeting (March 2009); doc. IEEE 802.11-09/0322r1, states that “TRUE” and “FALSE” sould be capatalized when preceeded by “set to”; otherwise,  “true” and “false” should be lower case.  TGp has adopted this rule.  Thus, the title of Table 7-37a is correct as is.

	1101


	Kenney, John


	7.3.2.65


	8


	36


	E
	Second sentence is missing the word "field"


	Insert "field" after "Timing Capabilities" and "is 1"


	Accepted per Suggested Remedy.  The proposed text change reads:
“When the value of the Timing Capabilities field is 1 the Time Value…”

	1102


	Kenney, John


	7.3.2.65


	8
	37


	E
	hyphenation appears at wrong point in Timestamp (between s and t)
	Change so either Timestamp is not hyphenated or hyphen appears between e and s
	Accepted in principal – This depends on the editor being used.  MSWord, even justified, would not hyphen the word.  Perhaps this is a characteristic of FrameMaker?

	1147


	Roy, Richard


	7.3.2.65


	8
	
	E
T

(Fygs)
	Throughout the clause, "Time Value" is used to denote an estimate of a time OFFSET. This is misleading and not amenable to adding further optional terms in the polynomial expansion of the clock difference function (i.e., frequency differences and differential oscillaotr drifts).
	Replace "Time Value" with "TSF timer time offset estimate (TTTOE)" to make it perfectly clear what the field contains. Make a similar change to the "Time Error" field. (See 11-08-1165-07-000p-timing-information-element.doc) for details.


	TBD

	1107


	Mcnew, Justin


	7.4.5


	9
	7
	E
	It would be more clear if the mathematical variable "j" were in italics. There are many examples of this in the base document.
	In Figure 7-101, put "j" (the length of the Organization Identifier field) in italics, or use "Variable"


	Accepted per Suggested Remedy.  The proposed change is “j”.

	1108


	Mcnew, Justin


	7.4.5


	9
	17
	E
	The sentence "The Vendor Specific Content contains vendor specific fields." doesn't match the base document, yet there are no strikethroughs or underscores.
	If the intention is to change the text, use underscores and/or strikethroughs. Otherwise, make the text match the base document.


	Counter – It is believed that no change is required for the last paragraph in 7.4.5 in D9.0.  It is proposed to retain the text from the base standard and is as follows:
” The Vendor Specific Content contains vendor-specific field(s). The length of the Vendor Specific Content in a Vendor Specific Action frame is limited by the maximum allowed MMPDU size”

	1009

	Armstrong, Lee


	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:"
	Counter – The “instruction” text in the Suggested Remedy appears to be the same text as specified in P802.11p/D9.0.  No proposed change for this comment.

	1039
	Roebuck, Randal


	9.9.1.3


	10


	33


	ER
	Second sentence is not complete.


	Delete "In an" and read as "Infrastructure BSS AIFSN[AC] is advertised"
	Agree in principal – However, the proposed text is as follows: 
“ In an infrastructure BSS, AIFSN[AC] is…”

	FS-6
	Francois Simon
	10.3.50.1.1
	13
	14
	E
	Spelling error in “MLME return”
	Correct to with “ MLME returns”
	Propose to correct with “ …MLME retuns….”

	1040


	Roebuck, Randal


	10.3.51.1.2


	15


	3


	ER
	Time Advertisement element comes in different order than shown in Table 7-18a.
	Primitive needs to be consisent with the mandatory frame format to avoid any confusion.
	Accept in principal – This comment as been addressed in Comment #1038 - 
 10.3.51.1.2 specifies the parameters passed between the SME and the LME.  This abstract operation is internal to the STA  and it is  implementation dependent.  The parameters are only loosly associated with the frame’s IEs and ordering is not required. It is the responsibility of the Implementation to “translate” the parameters to IE content. While not required the order in the primitives will be reordered to track those in the frame format.  It is propose to change the order of the parameters in 10.3.51.1.2 as follows:
1) Capability information

2) Country

3) Power constraint

4) Time advertisement

5) Extended Capabilities

6) VendorSpecificInfo

	FS-7
	F. Simon
	10.3.51.1.3
	15
	31
	E
	Spelling error in “…MLME generate….”
	Replace “…MLME generate…”  with “….MLME generates…”
	Proposed to correct per Suggested Remedy

	1041


	Roebuck, Randal


	10.3.51.3.2


	16


	37


	ER
	Time Advertisement element comes in different order than shown in Table 7-18a.
	Primitive needs to be consisent with the frame format.
	Accept in principal – This comment resolution is similar of CID# 1038, except it addresses the primitive associated with a received Timing Advertisement frame.  Here again, the order of the parameters to be passed from the MLME to the SME is not required to follow the order of the Timing Advertisement’s fields received.  In addition, some of the parameters included in the MLME-TIMING_ADVERTISEMENT.indication primitive are related to the receiver itself and were NOT transmitted over the air interface.  The following order of parameters for this primitive is proposed:
1) Timestamp

2) Capability Information

3) Local Time

4) Country

5) Power Constraint

6) Timing Advertisement

7) Extended Capabilities

8) RCPI

9) Source MAC Address

10) VendorSpecificInfo


	1062


	Kenney, John


	11.1


	17


	47


	E
	The "and" clause of the inserted sentence follows from the initial clause. This would be clarified if the word "therefore" was inserted.
	Insert "therefore" after "and" and before "is not"


	Accepted per Suggested Remedy.  The propose change reads:
“…of a BSS, and therefore is not required…”

	1013


	Armstrong, Lee


	
11.20

(Fygs)


	18


	18


	E
	"subtype Action and Timing Advertisement"


	"subtypes Action and Timing Advertisement"


	Note: The CID reference should be 11.20; not 11.2

Accepted per Suggested Remedy. The proposed changed text reads:
“…subtypes Action and Timing Advertisement…”



	1109


	Mcnew, Justin


	17.4.1


	20


	35


	E
	Since the editing instructions specify "insert", there's no need to underscore the entries in the table
	Remove the underlining from the entries in the row to be inserted
	Accepted per Suggested Remedy.  The proposed text change reads as follow:
“dot11ACRType – Implementation dependent – Dynamic”

	FS-8
	F. Simon
	A
	21
	
	E
	The entries in the tables of Annex A, in D9.0 does not match the “justification” rules of the base standard
	In the Item column, when the format of the PICS name is “MNx”, the name is left justified. When the PICS name name is “MNx.x”, the name is offset to the right.

For Feature column, the same rule than for “item” applies.

For the References and Status columns, the content is always left justified.

For the support column, the content is always “centered”.
	Suggest to apply the base standard “justification” rules to P802.11p, Annex A amendment.

	1017


	Armstrong, Lee


	A.4.3


	21


	18
	E
	CF2.1 and PC37 are the same. Why? I know that you are not following any authoritative standard on the construction of PICS proformas, so it is hard to guess why you are duplicating items.


	Change in A.4.4.1, PC37 status column from "O" to "CF18:O"


	Counter – PC37 PICS is proposed to be deleted as per document 09-1242r1

	1043


	Roebuck, Randal


	A.4.4.1


	21


	34


	ER
	Add "No association" to PIC PC1.1a and modify references that do not exist any more.


	Change title to "No Authenication or Association State". Delete 5.7.6, 5.7.7 & 8.1 references and replace with 5.2.10, 5.3.1 & 11.3.


	Accepted per Suggested Remedy. Propose to change “PC1.1a as follows:
“No Authentication or Association state”

	1044


	Roebuck, Randal


	A.4.4.1


	21


	36
	ER
	Did not find any supporting text for "No Passive Scanning" PIC PC11.7.1 in section 11.20 or in entire document


	Add supporting text for No passive scanning for station operating outside the context of BSS in section 11.20


	TBD

	1045


	Roebuck, Randal


	A.4.4.1


	21
	38
	ER
	Did not find any supporting text for "No Active Scanning" PIC PC11.8.1 in section 11.20 or in entire document


	Add supporting text for No active scanning for station operating outside the context of BSS in section 11.20


	TBD

	1046


	Roebuck, Randal


	A.4.4.1


	21
	44


	ER
	Add PIC PC11.13 for "No Synchronization required for Common Clock".


	Add "No Synchronization required for Common Clock", Reference 11.1, Status CF18:O as PIC PC11.13
	Accepted in Principal - Remedy.  It is proposed to replace all references to “CF 18” with “CF2.1” as per 09/1242r1.  The following PICS are affected:
FT7.1, FR7.1, AD4, AD5, OF3.2.8 and QD8



	1048


	Roebuck, Randal


	A4.4.4

A.4.4.4
(Fygs)
	22


	20
	ER
	Add section 7.2 to references for Wildcard BSSID AD4 PIC.
	Add "7.2" to the references.


	Note: the reference should be A.4.4.4

Accepted per Suggested Remedy.  Proposed to add “7.2” to the References

	1050


	Roebuck, Randal


	A4.15

A.4.15

(Fygs)
	23


	34


	ER
	Add section 9.9.1.2 to references for PIC QD8 (default EDCA).
	Add "9.9.1.2" to the references.


	Accepted per Suggested Remedy.  Proposed to add “9.9.1.2” to the References
Add section 9.9.1.2 to references for PIC QD8 (default EDCA).

Note: the reference should be A.4.15

	1051


	Roebuck, Randal


	A4.16


	23


	37


	ER
	Add PIC QP8 for "No tracffic streams when dot11OCBEnabled is true"


	Add "No traffic streams when dot11OCBEnabled is true", References 7.1.3.5.1, Status CF18:M


	 TBD

	1033


	Vlantis, George


	D


	24


	31


	E
	"TruthValue," following "dot11ImmediateBlockAckOptionImplemented" is misaligned with the other text in the column.
	Delete the extra space before "TruthValue".


	Accepted per Suggested Remedy.


	1092


	Ecclesine, Peter


	Annex J


	32


	33


	E
	IEEE Std. 802.11y-2008 changed the title of Table J.2 to "Regulatory classes in Europe", while text here is from 802.11-2007.
	Make the title change per 802.11y.


	Accepted per Suggested Remedy.


	1004


	Goodall, David


	
	
	
	ER
	The acronym OCB still appears within the MIB variable dotOCBEnabled and is not defined anywhere.
	Either define OCB or remove it from the MIB variable name.


	Declined – The acronym “OCB” is not used in IEEE 802.11p/D9.0.  Therefore, it is not required to be defined.  The acronym “OCB” is an integral part of the MIB attribute name, “dot11OCBEnabled”, and is defined in Annex D.  There is no change proposed to 802.11p/D9.0 based on the comment.  

	1021


	Malarky, Alastair


	
	
	
	E
	GPS and UTC are defined in 10.3.50.2.4 but no entry is provided for these in section 4 and these are not in the amendment base.
	Provide entries for GPS and UTC in section 4.


	Accepted per Suggested Remedy.  It is proposed to add Clause 4 to P802.11p with 2 acronyms defined and presented as follows:
“

4.  Abbreviations and acronyms

Change clause 4 by adding the following acronyms in the appropriate alphabetical order:

GPS – Global Positioning System

UTC – Coordinated Universal Time

“

	FS-9
	F. Simon
	Annex J
	32
	6
	E
	Clause ID “J.1” is missing. This Annex does have “J.2” but not “J.1”
	Correct as per comment
	It is proposed to introduce “J.1” as follows:

“J.1  Country information element and regulatory classes”


2. Motion (if technical and/or significant):

(And instructions to the editor.)
Move to accept the Recommended Resolutions to these comments and the recommended changes to P802.11p D9.0 noted above and instruct the editor to make these changes to P802.11p D9.01.
Motion by: ___Francois Y. Simon _________________Date: ___________
Second:  ______________________

	Approve:
	Disapprove:
	Abstain:
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Abstract


This paper addresses the comments: FS-1, 1002, FS-2, FS-3, 1020, 1122, 1128, 1131, 1035, 1103, 1115, 1104, 1036, 1105, 1022, 1023, 1038, 1095, FS-4, 1096, 1097, 1024, FS-5, 1025, 1098, 1106, 1099, 1003, 1101, 1102, 1147, 1107, 1108, 1009, 1039, FS-6, 1040, FS-7, 1041, 1062, 1013, 1109, FS-8, 1017, 1043, 1044, 1045, 1046, 1048, 1050, 1051, 1033, 1092, 1004, 1021, and FS-9.
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