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Interpretation of a Motion to Adopt

A motion to approve this submission means that the editing instructions and any changed or added material are actioned in the TGaf Draft.  This introduction is not part of the adopted material.

Editing instructions formatted like this are intended to be copied into the TGaf Draft (i.e. they are instructions to the 802.11 editor on how to merge the text with the baseline documents).

TGaf Editor: Editing instructions preceded by “TGaf Editor” are instructions to the TGaf editor to modify existing material in the TGaf draft.  As a result of adopting the changes, the TGaf editor will execute the instructions rather than copy them to the TGaf Draft.
CID 2111:

	2111
	4.3.19
10.20
	General description 4.3.19 of use of the mechanisms should explicitly name those required by FCC rules and OFCOM rules and those that are permitted by both regulatory domains.
	Revise text with [US] and [UK] markers to show what is required in each mechanism.


CID 2111 asks that the six GDC mechanisms described in 4.3.19 be marked to show which ones are explicitely required in FCC rules and OFCOM rules. We reject this comment because only FCC rules explicitely define a Contact Verification Signal, and its use in other domains is somewhat different, and because the use of the other GDC mechanisms is optional or implicit in Master Slave behavior. We see no benefit in marking Contact Verification Signal both with [FCC][UK*] to note it is different in OFCOM rules.
Propose Rejected for CID 2111, per discussion in 11-13/0316r0. We reject this comment because only FCC rules explicitely define a Contact Verification Signal, and its use in other domains is somewhat different, and because the use of the other GDC mechanisms is optional or implicit in Master Slave behavior. We see no benefit in marking Contact Verification Signal both with [FCC][UK*] to note it is different in OFCOM rules. 
CID 2114:

	2114
	E.2.5.1
297.59
	As IETF paws has nearly completed database communications in FCC regulatory domain, someone should remove from layer 2 things that are specified in upper layers, as all STAs opeating in FCC domain will have been homologated to show use of that information.
	Spectrum Mask descriptor and WSM field values can be specified in upper layers, and the layer 2 descriptions be containers for them.


CID 2114 asks that the particulars of a spectrum mask and white space map in USA can be replaced by references to upper layers, much like Tables E-10 and E-11 refer to EN 301 598. FCC rules do not support communicating spectrum mask to the database, nor do they specify a White Space Map format, as that is up to the TV Band Database Administrators. We reject this comment because the Table E-8 White Space Map format is local to stations conforming to the standard, not something that is specified elsewhere, and because the spectrum mask is not required to be communicated by FCC rules.
Propose Rejected for CID 2114, per discussion in 11-13/0316r0. We reject this comment because the Table E-8 White Space Map format is local to stations conforming to the standard, not something that is specified elsewhere, and because the spectrum mask is not required to be communicated by FCC rules.
CIDs 2157 and 2159:

	2159
	8.5.8.28
60.11
	Add device class and device location information to Channel Schedule management action frame to decouple CSM from CAQ.
	Per comment

	2157
	10.43.5

73.25
	Add device class and device location information to Channel Schedule management element to decouple CSM from CAQ.
	Per comment


CIDs 2157 and 2159 ask to decouple CSM from CAQ, yet they are almost wholly redundant now, as CAQ has device class and location information in the query, and the WSM tells time of map validity. We reject the request to increase the redundancy between the authoritative CAQ and the informative CSM by adding device class and device location information to Channel Schedule Management.
Propose Rejected for CIDs 2157 and 2159, per discussion in 11-13/0316r0. We reject the request to increase the redundancy between the authoritative CAQ and the informative CSM by adding device class and device location information to Channel Schedule Management.
CID 2158:

	2158
	8.5
59.06
	Action frame can not hanndle the case that the information that wants to be delivered is oversized. Add functon to enhance or remove the action frame option.
	Per comment


CID 2158 asks that provisions be added for oversize information to the seven Public Action frames. We agree and provide changes to the Reason Result Codes (and add WSM Reason Result Code) so continuation frames are marked explicitely.
Propose Revised for CID 1012, per discussion and editing instructions in 11-13/0316r0. We agree and provide changes to the Reason Result Codes (and add WSM Reason Result Code) so continuation frames are marked explicitely.
Remedy #1. TGaf Editor: Change text in section 8.4.5.2 Table 8-190d as follows:
	Reason Result Code field value
	Name
	Description

	6
	Continuation frame
	This frame continues the fields from the previous CAQ frame

	76-255
	
	Reserved


Change text in section 8.4.5.1.53 Table 8-53m as follows:
	Reason Result Code field value
	Name
	Description

	11
	Continuation frame
	This frame continues the fields from the previous CSM frame

	1211-255
	
	Reserved


Change text in section 8.4.5.4 Table 8-190e as follows:
	Reason Result Code field value
	Name
	Description

	5
	Continuation frame
	This frame continues the fields from the previous NCC frame

	65-255
	
	Reserved


Change text in section 8.5.8.33 by revising figure 8-460l and inserting text as follows:

	Category
	Public Action
	Reason Result Code
	White Space Map element

	1
	1
	1
	variable


The Reason Result Code value of 1 indictes the Public Action frame is a continuation of the previous WSM Public Action frame, and any other value indicates this is not a continuation of the previous WSM Public Action frame.
CID 2164:

	2164
	10.43.8
77.57
	Ofcom rules support multiband query. i.e. to use frequency bands other than TVWS for initial contact to achieve operating frenquency. Current draft is lacking of such function. Reduced Neighbor Report doesn't fulfill such requirement, it only provides a method for fast AP discovery.  Add a function to support multiband query
	Per comment.


CID 2164 asks to create a multiband query that will be authoritative in providing an operating frequency at this location. We note that Reduced Neighbor Report does provide a way to receive TVWS enabling signals within a few TBTTs, and has no security issues with any regulators. We note OFCOM rules do not describe multiband operation in text, rather in 4.7 say “Communication between a slave WSD and a master WSD must not occur within the UHF TV band, unless the WSDs have already been authorised by a WSDB to radiate within the UHF TV band. ” (Regulatory Requirements for white space devices in the UHF TV band, 4 July 2012). We reject the comment as the commenter does not provide sufficient information to provide an authenticated multiband query/response that will meet regulatory requirements.
Propose Rejected for CID 2164, per discussion in 11-13/0316r0. We note that Reduced Neighbor Report does provide a way to receive TVWS enabling signals within a few TBTTs, and has no security issues with any regulators. We note OFCOM rules do not describe multiband operation in text, rather say “Communication between a slave WSD and a master WSD must not occur within the UHF TV band, unless the WSDs have already been authorised by a WSDB to radiate within the UHF TV band. ”. We reject the comment as the commenter does not provide sufficient information to provide an authenticated multiband query/response that will meet regulatory requirements.
CID 2165:

	2165
	8.4.2.169
51.20
	Clarify how the TBTT of neighbor Aps can be obtained otherwise remove Reduced Neighbor Report element, because other than TBTT, information in other fields can be provided by existing 802.11 facilities..
	Per comment


CID 2165 asks how the TBTT of neighbor APs can be obtained. One way is by direct reception of neighbor Beacon frames.
Propose Revised for CID 2165, per discussion in 11-13/0316r0. CID 2165 asks how the TBTT of neighbor APs can be obtained. One way is by direct reception of neighbor Beacon frames.
Abstract


Proposed resolutions to LB192 CIDs 2111, 2114, 2157, 2158, 2159, 2164 and 2165 in Clauses 4.3.19, 8.4.2.169, 8.5, 8.5.8.28, 10.43.5, 10.43.8 and E.2.5.1.


Editing instructions are based on P802.11af Draft 3.0. 
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