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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.
The editing instructions are shown in bold italic. Four editing instructions are used: change, delete, insert, and replace. Change is used to make corrections in existing text or tables. The editing instruction specifies the location of the change and describes what is being changed by using strikethrough (to remove old material) and underscore (to add new material). Delete removes existing material. Insert adds new material without disturbing the existing material. Insertions may require renumbering. If so, renumbering instructions are given in the editing instruction. Replace is used to make changes in figures or equations by removing the existing figure or equation and replacing it with a new one. Editorial notes will not be carried over into future editions because the changes will be incorporated into the base standard.

This amendment’s baseline is IEEE Std 802.11™–2012, as amended by

· Amendment 1 802.11ae-2012
· Amendment 2 802.11aa-2012
· Amendment 3 P802.11ad Draft 8.0
· Amendment 4 P802.11ac Draft 3.0
	CID
	Page
	Clause
	Comment
	Proposed Change

	5145
	70.33
	10.43
	The CAQ, CSM, NCC and WSM procedures allow both RLQP procedures and protected dual of public action frames, but both are not equally secure.
	Analyze which is the more secure form of communication between GDD STAs and remove the less secure one.


Discussions: Different regulatory domains have different security requirements. From regulatory point of view, it might be better to provide flexible way of supporting different level of security.  Secondly, it is hard to make judgement that RLQP and protected dual of public action frame are not equally secure. Depending on the implementation, protected dual of public action frame may have exactly same secure level as RLQP has. RLQP and protected dual of public action frame have their own advantage of being worthy supporting in the standard. RLPQ is designed for accessing external network, while protected dual of public action frame is more compact with less overhead. 
Propose: Rejected for CID 5145 per discussions in document 11-13/1184r0. 

	CID
	Page
	Clause
	Comment
	Proposed Change

	5144
	70.33
	10.43.1
	In some regulatory domains, before any transmission in TVWS is allowed, the CAQ must not take place in TVWS bands, rather in other bands or by other means. The general clause should provide descriptions where CAQ and WSM procedures are not in TVWS, rather are by multiband STAs also operating in other bands.
	Add general description of GDD procedures that can take place in other bands, and whether protected duals of public action frames are allowed to be used in other bands.


Discussions: Disagree with the commenter that “In some regulatory domains, before any transmission in TVWS is allowed, the CAQ must not take place in TVWS bands, rather in other bands or by other means.” Commenter has to provide reference to support this opinion. However highlighting the multiband feature of CAQ is not a bad idea because Ofcom final ruling does support this feature.  Current text doesn’t ban CAQ from being used in other bands. We propose to add one sentence in the CAQ section saying “In some regulatory domain, CAQ procedure may be conducted in other bands rather in TVWS band with properly implemented security to meet regulatory requirement”
Propose: Revised for CID 5144 per discussions in document 11-13/1184r0. 

Editing Instructions
TGaf Editor:adding the following paragraph at the end of section 10.43.4.1 as follows for comment CID 5144. 

10.43.4 Channel availability query (CAQ) procedure

10.43.4.1 Introduction
In some regulatory domain, CAQ procedure may be conducted in other bands rather in TVWS band with properly implemented security to meet regulatory requirement.

Abstract


Submission for comment resolution of SB 1 on MAC related comments. 


Comments CIDs covered in this document are 5144, 5145.








Editing instructions are based on modifying P802.11af_D5.0.
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