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This submission present proposed resolution for the CID 22236. 

The proposed changes are based on P802.11be D5.0.  

Revision history:
R0 – Initial version








	CID
	Clause
	Page
	Line
	Comment
	Proposed Change

	22236
	1.4
	49
	4
	PeerSTAAddress is not a thing (noun); it is a the name of a parameter. As such it is not clear this statement belongs in the "Word usage" subclause.
	Delete the statement; I find the statements in Clause 11 are clear enough. If such a statement is necessary it belongs in Clause 11 and should have "parameter" after the name, i.e., "The PeerSTAAddress parameter can be the MAC address of a STA..."



Discussion:
Original text:
1.4 Word Usage
Insert the following paragraph at the end of the subclause:
[bookmark: _Hlk158187975][bookmark: _Hlk158187706]…..   A peer MAC entity can be within a STA that is not affiliated with an MLD or an MLD depending on the context. A PeerSTAAddress can be the MAC address of a STA that is not affiliated with an MLD or an MLD MAC address depending on the context.
Discussion:
Agree with the comment that “PeerSTAAddress” is the name of a parameter, but not agree with the proposed change of moving the sentence to Clause 11.
The PeerSTAAddress is not only used in Clause 11, but also in other clauses, e.g., Clause 6, 10, etc. in 802.11 baseline. Clause 1.4 is the proper place for the sentence to clarify the meaning of  PeerSTAAddress. 
Proposed revised text:
A PeerSTAAddress parameter can be the MAC address of a STA that is not affiliated with an MLD or an MLD MAC address depending on the context.
Proposed resolution for CID 22236:
Revised. 
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