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	Seq. #
	Clause number
	your voter’s id code
	Cmnt type

E, e, T, t
	Part of NO vote
	Comment/Rationale
	Recommended change
	Disposition/Rebuttal



	1. 
	Page iv
	bo
	e
	
	This blank page should either be removed or should have a header and footer, including the page number
	
	Accepted.

	2. 
	Page 5, line 11
	bo
	E
	
	This document is not a corrigendum, but a supplement.
	Replace “corrigendum” with “supplement”
	Accepted.

	3. 
	Page 6, line 9, order 12
	bo
	e
	
	Eliminate extraneous spacing.
	Replace “Parameter s” with “Parameters”
	Accepted.

	4. 
	Page 6, line 9, order 12, 13
	bo
	e
	
	Correct the attribute names in the rightmost column.
	Replace “dot11MultipleDomainEnabled” with “dot11MultiDomainCapabilityEnabled”
	Accepted.

	5. 
	Page 6, line 14
	bo
	e
	
	The statement is made that the request information element is only applicable to FH operation.  This is correct if based only on the current PHYs.  Should we have this restriction in place?  Can we not leave the decision to send this information element up to the implementers?
	Delete the last sentence of this paragraph.
	Accepted.

	6. 
	Page 6, line 15
	bo
	e
	
	Correct the attribute name in the rightmost column.
	Replace “dot11MultipleDomainEnabled” with “dot11MultiDomainCapabilityEnabled”
	Accepted.

	7. 
	Page 6, lines 18-21
	bo
	E
	
	The clause of the original standard that is being modified by this text is the definition of the format of the Probe Response frame.  It is inappropriate to state the definition in terms of the operation of a STA.
	Replace the first two sentences with the following:

If the dot11MultiDomainCapabilityEnabled attribute is true, the Probe Response frame contains a Country information element and all information elements identified by the Requested Element IDs of a Request information element.
	Accepted.

	8. 
	Page 7, line 7, orders 10, 11, 12
	bo
	e
	
	Correct the attribute names in the rightmost column.
	Replace “dot11MultipleDomainEnabled” with “dot11MultiDomainCapabilityEnabled”
	Accepted.

	9. 
	Page 7, line 7, orders 11 and 12
	bo
	e
	
	The phrase “by the implementer” in the rightmost column is redundant.
	Delete the phrase.
	Accepted.

	10. 
	Page 11, line 15-16
	bo
	e
	
	A STA can not “know” anything.  Please rephrase the statement.
	Replace “A station must know that it has been configured” with “A station must be properly configured”
	Accepted.

	11. 
	Page 11, line 27
	bo
	e
	
	A station can not “satisfy itself”.  Please rephrase the statement.
	Replace “Once the STA has satisfied itself” with “Once the STA has acquired the information so”
	Accepted.

	12. 
	Page 20, line 22
	bo
	e
	
	Correct misspelling.
	Replace “if” with “of”.
	Accepted.

	13. 
	7.3.2.12 p8 l27
	ds
	E
	N
	Missing word
	Insert ‘is’ after ‘length’
	Accepted.

	14. 
	7.3.2.14 p10  l13
	ds
	E
	N
	Missing word
	Insert ‘the’ after ‘m is’
	Accepted.

	15. 
	7.3.2.15 p10  l19
	ds
	E
	N
	Missing word
	Insert ‘in’ after ‘shown’
	Accepted.

	16. 
	7.3.2.15 p10  l24
	ds
	E
	N
	Missing word
	Insert ‘in’ after ‘indicated’
	Accepted.

	17. 
	9.9  p11  l2
	ds
	e
	N
	‘geopolitical’ seems inappropriate and curious usage when a more common term seems to suffice – is there ever a case when a geopolitical region is not a geographical one? (hmm, an aeroplane?)
	Change ‘geopolitical’ to ‘geographical’
	Withdrawn.

	18. 
	9.9  p11  l6/7
	ds
	E
	N
	Readability – ‘cross-domain mobility’ is associated with ‘supports’, not ‘operation in’
	Swap objects: ‘… supports cross-domain mobility and operation in multiple regulatory domains.’
	Accepted.

	19. 
	9.9  p11  l16/17
	ds
	e
	N
	The same care needs to be taken in any mode, doesn’t it?  It seems to me that a BSS has just as much chance of getting it wrong as an IBSS – in fact there is one argument that says maybe more so, since we will have a ‘god’ AP that STAs will believe.
	Delete ‘Particular care must … IBSS configuration.’
	Withdrawn.

	20. 
	9.9.2.1  p11  l41
	ds
	E
	N
	Incorrect case
	Change ‘Where’ to ‘where’
	Accepted.

	21. 
	9.9.2.1  p13  l13
	ds
	E
	N
	Isn’t Table 2 more correctly an ‘EHCC Code Family’, rather than an ‘HCC Code Family’?  Or is there some set inclusive thing going on here that has escaped me?
	Change ‘HCC’ to ‘EHCC’
	Accepted.

	22. 
	9.9.2.1  p14  l12
	ds
	E
	N
	Is Table 3 also more correctly an ‘EHCC Code Family’, rather than an ‘HCC Code Family’?  
	Change ‘HCC’ to ‘EHCC’
	Accepted.

	23. 
	9.9.2.1  p14  l24
	ds
	E
	N
	Punctuation – readability better if use a semi-colon
	Change ’,’ to ‘;’
	Accepted.

	24. 
	Annex D P23  l21
	ds
	E
	N
	Missing words
	Insert ‘is enabled’ after ‘Patterns’
	Accepted.

	25. 
	Annex D P24  l39-42
	ds
	E
	N
	Not a sentence with any sensible meaning.  
	Change to:  ‘The (conceptual) table of attributes necessary for a frequency hopping implementation to be able to create the hopping sequences necessary to operate in the subband for the associated domain country string. for cross domain mobility.’
	Accepted.

	26. 
	Annex D P24  l43
	ds
	E
	N
	Is this line correct???
	?? don’t know!
	The reference is correct.

	27. 
	Annex D  p25  l26
	ds
	E
	N
	Missing word
	Insert ‘the’ before ‘EHCC’
	Accepted.
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