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	CID
	Clause Number(C)
	Page(C)
	Line(C)
	Comment
	Proposed Change

	4096
	11.23.3.4
	2432
	57
	What is a "protected Action frame"? Should this be a "Protected Dual of Public Action frame"? If that is true, then isn't the decision about whether RLQP is protected or not up to the regulatory domain, as opposed to the protocol (i.e. RLQP) itself?
	Change the sentence "When RLQP is transmitted between the GDD dependent STA and its GDD enabling STA, it uses protected Action frames, but does not use Ethertype 89-0d frames"to"When RLQP is transmitted between the GDD dependent STA and its GDD enabling STA, it does not use Ethertype 89-0d frames. In some regulatory domains, RLQP may use Protected Dual of Public Action frames"


Discussion

The “protected Action frame” appears to be a typo. It should be “Protected Dual of Public Action frame”.  This also occurs at several other places in clauses 11.23 and
Regarding the use of RLQP-elements within Protected Dual of Public Action frames, the following clause for the Channel Schedule Management (CSM) procedure states:

11.43.5.3 CSM responding STA

A STA employing RLQP uses the GAS protocol for its CSM procedure with a RLSS. Upon receipt of the MLME-GAS.request primitive with an ResponseInfo parameter value of Channel Schedule Management RLQP-element, the CSM responding STA transmits (#1175)an RLQP-element with RLQP ID for CSM in the Query Response field in a GAS Initial Response frame or one or more GAS Comeback Response frames. The

responding RLQP CSM shall be transmitted in a Protected Dual of Public Action frame if the received CSM is protected.
Therefore use of a Protected Dual of Public Action frame is not mandated for RLQP-elements and so the proposed resolution should use the terminology “might use”.
Proposed Resolution
Set the resolution for CID 4096 to the following:

Revised
Change the following sentence:

"When RLQP is transmitted between the GDD dependent STA and its GDD enabling STA, it uses protected Action frames, but does not use Ethertype 89-0d frames.”
to
"When an RLQP-element is transmitted between the GDD dependent STA and its GDD enabling STA, it might use a Protected Dual of Public Action frame, but it does not use a Ethertype 89-0d frame.”
	CID
	Clause Number(C)
	Page(C)
	Line(C)
	Comment
	Proposed Change

	4097
	11.23.3.4
	2432
	53
	The start of this sentence is incorrect "The RLQP payload contains RLQP-elements", as it is GAS that contains RLQP-elements.
	Change the start of the cited sentence to "The GAS payload contains RLQP-elements"


Discussion

Appears to be a typo.

Proposed Resolution
Set the resolution for CID 4097 to the following:

Revised
Change “The RLQP payload contains RLQP-elements”

to

“RLQP-elements are contained in GAS Query Request and GAS Query Response frames”

	CID
	Clause Number(C)
	Page(C)
	Line(C)
	Comment
	Proposed Change

	4131
	11.43.4.3
	2519
	4
	Within the note, I think that the "Query Response" is a GAS Query Reponse, although it's really hard to tell. It seems to be mixing an Action Frame request "channel query request" with a RLQP-element response "Query Response". Indeed other parts of the TV whitespace procedures seem to be Action frames (CAQ frame) and GAS frames (e.g. CAQ RLQP-element), which I think is redundant. GAS can operate in both an unprotected and protected mode (with Protected Dual of Public Action frame) so why have this redundancy?
	Change "Query Response" to "GAS Query Response" in two locations within the note. However, it's likely that a debate will be required to capture some other similar cases in the draft.


Discussion

Within the cited note, the request and responses are Channel Availability Query RLQP-element request and Channel Availability Query RLQP-element response, as used in the earlier part of clause 11.43.4.3.
There doesn’t appear to be any redundancy in the note.

Proposed Resolution
Set the resolution for CID 4097 to the following:

Revised
Change:

“NOTE—For the CAQ process, the RLSS provides the list of available channels for the location(s) provided by the requesting STA in the Query Response. In some regulatory domains, the RLSS can perform access to a GDB to derive its response for channel query request and the associated information it provides in its Query Response.”

to

“NOTE—For the CAQ process, the RLSS provides the list of available channels for the location(s) provided by the requesting STA in the Channel Availability Query RLQP-element response. In some regulatory domains, the RLSS can perform access to a GDB to derive its response for the Channel Availability Query RLQP-element request and the associated information it provides in its Channel Availability Query RLQP-element response.”

	CID
	Clause Number(C)
	Page(C)
	Line(C)
	Comment
	Proposed Change

	4596
	9.4.2.92
	1256
	21
	Per 18/1371r0 Advertisement protocol ID 1 does not have a well-defined format so needs to be deprecated (probably also ID 2 has the same problem)
	In Table 9-237---Advertisement protocol ID definitions at the end of the leftmost cell for values 1 and 2 append "(deprecated)". 19/0574 confirms this is the correct thing to do technically, and in IEEE technical correctness trumps political correctness


Discussion

Submission 11-19-0574r6 discusses a similar CID 2402 and the resolution to that CID was:

“Rejected
These Advertisements Protocols are defined, and therefore still exist within IEEE 802.21-2017 -  they should not be deprecated.  A liaison or request could be sent to the IEEE 802.21 WG asking for assistance and clarification with these Advertisement Protocols format if one wished to pursue deprecation.”

This resolution equally applies to this CID.

Proposed Resolution
Set the resolution for CID 4596 to the following:

Rejected
These Advertisements Protocols are defined, and therefore still exist within IEEE 802.21-2017 -  they should not be deprecated.  A liaison or request could be sent to the IEEE 802.21 WG asking for assistance and clarification with these Advertisement Protocols format if one wished to pursue deprecation.
Abstract


This document proposes resolutions to REVmd D3.0 for the following CIDs:





4096, 4097, 4131 and 4596 regarding GAS and RLQP
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