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	SB D9.0 Comment Resolution


1. COMMENTS:  [From 11-09-1200-00-000p-sb0-tgp-comment-resolution-master.xls]  INSERT Original Comment Here:
	CID
	Commenter
	Clause
	Pg
	Ln
	Type
	Comment
	Suggested Remedy
	Resolution

	1119
	McNew, Justin
	J.2.2 
	33
	22
	T
	MIB attributes required to be set to TRUE may imply functional requirements not intended for OCB (e.g. DFS and TPS) - lines 22 - 25
	Verify the intended requirements and correct accordingly
	Principle.  

It is agreed in principle that to mandate these MIB variables to be TRUE will have consequences which are not intended for all channels in the band.

Furthermore, the only MIB attribute that supports the conformance to ASTM2213-03, is the  dot11OCBEnabled.  The other attributes listed in subclause J.1 apply only to Europe.
Therefore:

(1) On page 33,line 21:  Change “STAs shall have the following elements set to TRUE” to “STAs shall have the capability of setting the following MIB attributes to TRUE”
(2) On page 33, lines 22-24: Delete the bullets “dot11MultiDomainCapabilityEnabled”, “dot11RegulatoryClassesRequired”, and “dot11SpectrumManagementRequired”
(Editor:  Leave dot11OCBEnabled)

	1120
	McNew, Justin
	J.2.3
	33
	33
	
	MIB attributes required to be set to TRUE may imply functional requirements not intended for OCB (e.g. DFS and TPS). Also is the band requirement for the 5.47 - 5.725 band in Europe correct? - lines 33 - 36
	Verify the intended requirements and correct accordingly
	Principle.   
This band is an ISM band and the 802.11-2007 baseline does not but any restrictions on the setting of the MIB attributes “dot11MultiDomainCapabilityEnabled”, “dot11RegulatoryClassesRequired”, and “dot11SpectrumManagementRequired”.
Furthermore, the re are no requirements in ETSI EN 302571 bearing on the state of dot11OCBEnabled.
Therefore:

(1) On page 33,line 28-37:  Delete the entirety of subclause J.2.3.

(2) On page 33, line 38, Renumber subclause J.2.4 to J.2.3.


	1121
	McNew, Justin
	J.2.4
	33
	43
	
	MIB attributes required to be set to TRUE may imply functional requirements not intended for OCB (e.g. DFS and TPS) - lines 43 - 47
	Same concern as comment for US frequency band
	Principle.  When dot11OCBEnabled is true, the channel management is performed by higher (than 802.11) layers.

While TPC is a required functionality in this band [EN 301 893], the 802.11 mechanisms are not applicable when dot11OCBEnabled is true.

Note DFS is not applicable in a licensed band, but Listen-Before-Talk for 5.855 GHz to 5.875 GHz (not DFS) is required.

Therefore:

(1) On page 33,line 21:  Change “STAs shall have the following elements set to TRUE” to “STAs shall have the capability of setting the following MIB attributes to TRUE”

(2) On page 33, lines 22-24: Delete the bullets “dot11MultiDomainCapabilityEnabled”, “dot11RegulatoryClassesRequired”, and “dot11SpectrumManagementRequired”

(Editor:  Leave dot11OCBEnabled)

	1156
	Roy, Richard
	J.2.2
	33
	25
	T
	The text unnecessarily constrains STAs operating in 5.85 band to having dot11OCBEnabled set to TRUE. While this is certainly going to be the generallyaccepted mode of operation, there is no reason to require it in this standard.
	Remove the restriction that dot11OCBEnabled must be TRUE in all three places in J.2
	Principle. 
Superceded by events.




2.   Recommended Resolution of the Comments:

See the right column of the table above for the resolutions of the individual comments.
3.   Discussion
Not Applicable.



































































Abstract


This submission addresses the initial Sponsor Ballot comments within Subclause J.2 of Annex J in the 802.11p amendment Draft 9.0.


Comment resolutions to CIDs 1119, 1120, 1121, and 1156, plus changes relative to Draft 9.0 (if applicable) are provided for consideration by the Comment Resolution Committee.
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