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	CID
	Commenter
	Clause Number
	Page
	Comment
	Proposed Change
	Resolution


Replace with a description of the purpose/use of the element.

	Ditto comment at 11.19, 12.19, 13.28,  14.34, 15.35, 16.41, 17.43, 18.37, 19.33,  28.18,  29.10, 30.13
	Accepted 



Discussion: 

Channel Availability Query frame format is defined in Section 8.5.8.27. Although, the comment is to add a description of the ChannelAvailabilityQuery in the Valid Range column, we think that the description may be added in the Description column.   
So, the proposed resolutiuon is to modify the text in Valid Range column and add a description in Description column.  
Proposed Resolution: 

Accepted the proposed resolution in 9.39, 11.19, 12.19, 13.28, 14.34, 15.35, 16.41, 17.43, 18.37, 19.33, 28.18, 29.10, and 30.13 
TGaf editor modifies the text in Valid Range column of pages 9.39, 11.19, 12.19, 13.28, 14.34, 15.35, 16.41, 17.43, 18.37, 19.33, 28.18, 29.10, and 30.13 as "As defined in Section 8.5.8.27" 
Also, please modify the text in Description column of pages 9.39, 11.19, 12.19, 13.28, 14.34, 15.35, 16.41, 17.43, 18.37, 19.33, 28.18, 29.10, and 30.13 as “Specifies the parameters of channel query and sent by a STA” 
	CID
	Commenter
	Clause Number
	Page
	Comment
	Proposed Change
	Resolution


Each field in a frame format needs definition.

	In figure 8-460f "Reason Result Code" is undefined.
	Add a definition for this field.  Review all frame formats and ensure that a definition for each field exists.
	Rejected 


Discussion: 

The Reason Result Code field is defined in Section 8.4.5.2 RLQP Channel Availability Query element with possible Reason Result Code field values discussed in Table 8-190d. The other fields not described in Section 8.5.8.27 are well defined in Sections 8.4.5.2 RLQP Channel Availability Query element and 8.4.2.174 White Space Map element. 

So, the proposed resolutiuon is that we rejected the comment specified in CID 100. 
Proposed Resolution: 

Rejected the comment and the proposed change
3.

	CID
	Commenter
	Clause Number
	Page
	Comment
	Proposed Change
	Resolution


"The Length field indicates the length of the remaining frame fields in octets, and the value is variable."



Replace with: "The Length field indicates the length of the remaining fields of the Action field in octets, and the value is variable."

	Similar problem at 63.64.
	Accepted 



Discussion: 
The Length field indicates the length of remaining fields in the Action field. Therefore, we accepted to replace the existing text in the Draft with the proposed text “The Length field indicates the length of the remaining fields of the Action field in octets, and the value is variable.”
Proposed Resolution: 

Accepted the proposed resolution and request the TGaf Editor to replace the existing text with the proposed text. 
4.
	CID
	Commenter
	Clause Number
	Page
	Comment
	Proposed Change
	Resolution

	146
	Adrian Stephens 
	8.5.8.27
	65.41
	Figure 8-460f does not include a WSM type field, but the WSM element does.   Agreed, there's only one type now, but that might not always be the case. 
	Add a WSM Type field, or indicate how the WSM type can be determined.
	Rejected 


Discussion:
WSM Information field in the Channel Availability Query (CAQ) frame may be defined for the existing one WSM Type “TV Band WSM.” Hence, explicit indication of WSM Type in the CAQ frame may not be required at present. In future, if additional WSM Types are defined, the WSM Information field may further constitute two sub-fields namely, WSM Type and WSM Information.  
Proposed Resolution:  
Rejected 
5.

	CID
	Commenter
	Clause Number
	Page
	Comment
	Proposed Change
	Resolution

	258
	Stephen Mccann
	10.42.4.1
	81.15
	RLQP is a protocol that is transported by GAS.  Therefore RLQP has its own request and response messages.  The current text over complicates the operation of GAS and RLQP and is unecessarily confusing. 
	Change the 2nd paragraph of 10.42.4.1. to read "A CAQ requesting STA may use RLQP to transmit a CAQ request when it detects RLQP support by its intended CAQ responder in a beacon or probe response frame."
	Accepted 


Discussion:
RLQP procedure is a subset of the GAS within interworking procedures as discussed in Section 10.24.3. We accepted that mentioning GAS in the text is redundant as rightly pointed out by the commenter. 
Proposed Resolution: 

We accepted the proposed comment and request the TGaf Editor to replace the text in second paragraph of Clause 10.42.4.1 by the proposed text. 

6.
	CID
	Commenter
	Clause Number
	Page
	Comment
	Proposed Change
	Resolution


	259
	Stephen Mccann 
	10.42.4.1
	81.20
	This paragraph duplicates behaviour text from clause 10.24.3 in IEEE 802.11-2012
	Delete this paragraph
	Rejected 


Discussion:

In Section 10.24.3 of IEEE 802.11-2012, generic discussion of GAS has been provided with reference to query request and response frame exchanges. However, the paragraph in Section 10.42.4.1 discusses the specific details when the Query parameters are set to CAQ element. We think this discussion is pertinent when discussing the CAQ procedures. 
Proposed Resolution: 

Rejected the proposed comment for the reason cited above.
7.
	CID
	Commenter
	Clause Number
	Page
	Comment
	Proposed Change
	Resolution
	
	
	
	
	
	

	260
	Stephen Mccann 
	10.42.4.2
	81.57
	RLQP is a protocol that is transported by GAS.  Therefore RLQP has its own request and response messages.  The current text over complicates the operation of GAS and RLQP and is unecessarily confusing.
	Change the 2nd paragraph of 10.42.4.2. to read "When a GDC AP or GDC enabling STA that has dot11RLSSActivated true receives a RLQP CAQ element request, it generates and transmits the RLQP CAQ element response to the requesting STA.  Upon receipt of the MLME-GAS.response primitive with ResponseInfo parameter set to CAQ element, the responding STA transmits a RLQP CAQ element response." 
	Revised  
	
	
	
	
	
	


Discussion:
We accepted that mentioning the GAS protocol here makes the text unnecessarily confusing. Therefore, without the GAS protocol disussed here, we add the following proposed text with minor changes in proposed text “ResponseInfo parameter set to CAQ element” to “ResponseInfo parameter set to a value of the corresponding field in the CAQ element.” 
Proposed Resolution: 

Revised the comment specified in CID 260 and request the TGaf Editor to please replace the existing text on Page 81.57 in Clause 10.42.4.2 with the following text “When a GDC AP or GDC enabling STA that has dot11RLSSActivated true receives a RLQP CAQ element request, it generates and transmits the RLQP CAQ element response to the requesting STA.  Upon receipt of the MLME-GAS.response primitive with ResponseInfo parameter set to a value of the corresponding field in the CAQ element, the responding STA transmits a RLQP CAQ element response.” 
8.
	CID
	Commenter
	Clause Number
	Page
	Comment
	Proposed Change
	Resolution

	261
	Stephen Mccann 
	10.42.4.2
	82.01
	RLQP is a protocol that is transported by GAS.  Therefore RLQP has its own request and response messages.  The current text over complicates the operation of GAS and RLQP and is unecessarily confusing.
	Change this paragraph to read "The CAQ responding STA generates the response to the CAQ requesting STA based on the result obtained from the RLSS. The specific information items in the RLQP CAQ element response are described in 8.4.5.2 (RLQP Channel Availability Query element) and are set as follows;" 
	Accepted 


Discussion: 
We accept that RLQP request and response frames are distinct and need no reference to GAS in this Section. Therefore, we would like to accept the proposed text suggested by the commenter. 
Proposed Resolution: 

Accepted the comment in CID 261 and request the TGaf Editor to please replace the existing text with the proposed text “The CAQ responding STA generates the response to the CAQ requesting STA based on the result obtained from the RLSS. The specific information items in the RLQP CAQ element response are described in 8.4.5.2 (RLQP Channel Availability Query element) and are set as follows;” by the commenter on Page 82.01 in Clause 10.42.4.2.  
9.
	CID
	Commenter
	Clause Number
	Page
	Comment
	Proposed Change
	Resolution

	294
	Juho Pirskanen 
	8.5.8.27
	65.34
	Channel availability frame format contains Channel Query Info, Device Class, Device identification Information and Device Location Information which are not specified. There is reference to 8.4.5.2. but that does not match with these elements.
	Correct Frame format
	Rejected 


Discussion: 
The Channel Query Info, Device Class, Device Identification Information, and Device Location Information fields are defined in Section 8.4.5.2 in lines 59.1, 59.17, 59.27, and 59.37, respectively with regard to the RLQP CAQ element. These fields are identical to that in the CAQ element and hence not repeated.  
Proposed Resolution:  

Rejected the proposed comment specified in CID 294.
10.
	CID
	Commenter
	Clause Number
	Page
	Comment
	Proposed Change
	Resolution

	479
	Matthew Fischer 
	8.4.5.2
	59.28
	Device class is not an element, it is a TLV
	Change element to TLV. 
	Accepted 


Discussion: 
The Device Class is a type-length-value (TLV) value as is indicated at Page 36.20 in Section 8.2.6.1.1. Hence, we accepted this proposed comment and replace the word “element” with “TLV” in Section 8.4.5.2 
Proposed Resolution:   

Accepted the proposed comment in CID 479 and request the TGaf Editor to please replace the word “element” with “TLV” in Page 59.28 of Clause 8.4.5.2.

11.
	CID
	Commenter
	Clause Number
	Page
	Comment
	Proposed Change
	Resolution


	958
	David Hunter 
	10.42.4.1
	81.21
	Where is "set to CAQ element" explained?   How can a parameter be set to an element?  Also, there is no CAQ element.
	If this means "set to the values of the fields in the RLQP Channel Availabilty Query element", then replace "set to CAQ element" with "set to the values of the fields in the RLQP Channel Availabilty Query element" and on line 60 replace "ResponseInfo parameters set to CAQ element" with "its ResponseInfo field containing the RLQP Channel Availability Query element".
	Accepted 


Discussion: 
The RLQP CAQ element is illustrated in Section 8.4.5.2. The CAQ element is referred to the RLQP CAQ element. It is true that the Query parameters cannot be set to the CAQ element, but set to the values of the fields in the CAQ element. Therefore, we accepted that the Query parameters may be set to the values of the fields in the CAQ element. 
Proposed Resolution:  

Accepted the comment specified in CID 958 and would request the TGaf Editor to replace the current text in line 81.21 of Clause 10.42.4.1 with “set to the values of the fields in the RLQP Channel Availabilty Query element” and replace current text in Line 81.60 of Clause 10.42.4.1 with “its ResponseInfo field containing the RLQP Channel Availability Query element.”
12.

	CID
	Commenter
	Clause Number
	Page
	Comment
	Proposed Change
	Resolution


GDC Enablement Request/Response frames can be used for obtaining the available channel list from GDC Enabling STA.

	Channel Availability Query Request/Response frames are redundant feature. Remove Channel Availability Query procedure.
	Remove 10.42.4.
	Rejected


Discussion: When GDC Enablement procedure is invoked from a given location, query has to go to the GDB. CAQ does not require access to GDB and can be invoked by a STA at any point provided the location is not changed from its initial enablement. 
Proposed Resolution:   

Rejected
Abstract
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