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1 Introduction

Read me – essential reading for use of the WG ballot tools is highlighted like this.    Please get round to reading the rest of the sections in due time,  but if you try and use the tools without understanding what they are trying to achieve,  you will get nowhere.
1.1 History

	Revision
	Date
	Description

	R0
	July 2007
	First release

	R1
	Feb 2008 
	ExportMyBallotToExcel bug fixed.   Was hitting a breakpoint in the debugger when the “export” button was pressed.

	R2
	July 2008
	Includes affiliations from comment

	R3
	June 2010
	Changed MergeBallotSheets.mdb to allow import of “pre-ballot” spreadsheets.  Now looks for “*First*Name*” and “*Last*Name*”,  not “Voter First*” and “Voter Last*” to locate the names.

	R4
	October 2010
	Bugfix – was doing partial import of some files.

	R5
	October 2010
	Added APS database and documentation.

Bugfix – exported CommenterLine values shown as range (i.e. 19-20) get turned into dates in exported spreadsheet.

Bugfix – Embedded tools use a version of WinZip that nobody else seems to understand.

Enhancement – can now re-import exported spreadsheet (e.g. in order to add more comments to it).



	R6
	April 2011
	Enhanced MergeBallotSheets to streamline import of comments into APS database.   Added MyProjectToAPS application.

Fixed problem with MergeBallotSheets that was truncating comments and proposed remedies.

	R7
	May 2011
	BugFix: comment truncation problem in MyprojectToAPS

BugFix: MergeBallotSheets bad duplicate of CID when exporting to APS database.

Feature: Merge BallotSheets will import single comment files.

Feature: Updated comment resolutions to match IEEE-SA status values:  “Accepted,  Revised,  Rejected”.  Affects APS database,  MergeBallotSheets,  MyprojectToAPS”.


1.2 Purpose

The IEEE 802.11 WG is requiring consistent reporting across all Task Gropus for ballot comments.   The requirements are described in document “11-07-1990-00-0000-preparation-for-procedure-20.doc”.   This document and accompanying tools support these requirements by automating conversion between a spreadsheet format typical of those used by Task Groups now and the MyBallot Access database tool required for consistent reporting.
It also contains a separate database tool (APS database) that can be used for comment resolution when multiple groups are performing comment resolution on the same corpus of comments in parallel.

1.3 Tools used

The tools formerly used in the WG have generally been:

· Ad-hoc spreadsheets 
· The IEEE-SA MyBallot Access application

Both have their strengths and weaknesses thus:

· Ad-hoc spreadsheets

· Plusses: 
· Completely open to TG definition.  
· Can be published in searchable/sortable form as an XLS file on the 802.11 document server.
· Minusses: 
· Lack of consistency across TGs. TGs develop similar, but not identical processes. 
· No standard way to convert LB individual commenters spreadsheets into a single merged comment spreadsheet.
· Copying and pasting comments often results in truncation of long comments.

· The IEEE-SA MyBallot Access application

· Plusses:
· Constant reporting format across all TGs using PDF files.

· Database provides consistent screens in each Task Group during comment resolution presentations. 

· Enforces a workflow.  
· Records additional information regarding what happens when.

· Does not have copy/paste limitations
· Minusses:  
· Access database cannot be posted on the 802.11 document server. 
· PDF published documents can be searched but not sorted.
· No standard way to convert LB spreadsheets to a single database.

1.4 Tools provided here

The tools provided here are:

· MergeBallotSheets
· Provides a standard way to convert LB spreadsheets into a single corpus
· Output formats:

· Standalone spreadsheet format suitable for small/simple projects

· Export to APS database for more complex projects

· MyProjectToAPS

· Provides an interface between the APS database and the .csv files uploaded/downloaded to/from the MyProject/MyBallot web interface.

· APS database

· Provides a database to be used for comment resolution,  particularly useful in dealing with large numbers of comments or multiple comment administrators (i.e. parallel ad-hocs).

· ExportExcelToTilde

· Provides a way to convert a comment resolution spreadsheet (provided it meets certain requirements about what columns are present) into a file that can be imported into MyBallot.

· ExportMyBallotToExcel

· Provides a way to export comment resolution data from a MyBallot database into an Excel spreadsheet.

1.5 Compatibility between tools

The tools provided here are mutually compatible, in the sense described below.
MergeBallotSheets writes a spreadsheet format that is accepted by ExportExcelToTilde and results in an error-free import into MyBallot.   It will also load new comments into an APS database file.
The comments exported by ExportMyBallotToExcel can be converted back to Tilde by ExportExcelToTilde and re-imported by MyBallot without loss of data in the supported fields.

The data-flow between the MergeBallotSheetsl and APS database tools as as follows:
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The non-APS database “flow” consists of:
1. 802.11 WG LB spreadsheets provided by commenters

2. Merged into a spreadsheet,  uploaded as a submission.

3. This spreadsheet can evolve according to the needs of its TG.  There is no further support from the tools.
The APS database WG Ballot “flow” consists of:

1. 802.11 WG LB spreadsheets provided by commenters

2. Merged together and inserted into an APS database.   This can accumulate comments across multiple ballots.

3. The aps database supports the following flows:

a. Multiple writable copies of itself,  each owned by a separate ad-hoc leader synchronized through the exchange of update files (usually by email).

b. Writing a spreadsheet for posting as an 802.11 submission showing the current state of the database

c. Reading updated resolutions from this same spreadsheet in order to take bulk updates from an author who is not an ad-hoc leader.

The APS database Sponsor Ballot “flow” consists of:
1. Comments.csv downloaded from MyProject containing latest ballot comments,  inserted into the APS database using the MyProjectToAPS application.

2. The aps database supports the following flows:

a. Multiple writable copies of itself,  each owned by a separate ad-hoc leader synchronized through the exchange of update files (usually by email).

b. Writing a spreadsheet for posting as an 802.11 submission showing the current state of the database

c. Reading updated resolutions from this same spreadsheet in order to take bulk updates from an author who is not an ad-hoc leader.

3. When resolution is complete,  the MyProjectToAPS application will write a “comments_resolved.csv” file,  which can up uploaded to the MyProject system to specify comment resolutions.
There is an additional Sponsor Ballot flow (not illustrated) using the MyBallot access tool as follows:
1. The interface between MyBallot and the MyProject web application is through comments.csv files as described above.

2. The MyBallot access application is used to enter comment resolutions

3. ExportMyBallotToExcel can be used to create an .xls reflecting the MyBallot database contents,  suitable for submission as an 802.11 submission.

4. If comment resolution is performed using this excel spreadsheet, ExportExcelToTilde can be used to create a tilde file,  which the MyBallot access application can import.   So the changes can be fed back to MyBallot,  from which they can be exported to .csv and uploaded into MyProject.

And, for those who believe tools are evil,  the following manual flow can be used in sponsor ballot:

1. Download comments.csv as shown above.

2. Cut and paste comments tab into an 802.11 spreadsheet template.

3. Remove sensitive data:  empty contents of email and phone columns, but leave headings.

4. Hide any irrelevant columns.

5. Post as submission.  Note any 802.11 submission must meet 802.11 submission rules on formatting.

6. When comment resolution is complete,  Resolution Status and Resolution Details columns will have been filled in.  See MyProject pages for a description of the syntax.

a. Save the comments tab as a .csv file from excel.

b. Import using MyProject

i. Expect complaints about invalid syntax and any untintentional changes in other columns.

ii. You get to fix these and retry.

1.6 Prerequisites

You need to have Microsoft Office Professional 2003 (or later), with Excel and Access installed.

2 The Tools

As this is an IEEE 802.11 submission, copyright of these tools rests with the IEEE.

They may be reproduced, like any submission, for the purpose and to the extent permitted by the IEEE for its copyright material.

The author of these tools makes no absolutely no warrantee about fitness for purpose or consequential losses.  (i.e., if something goes horribly wrong and it wipes your hard disk, you have no comeback.  I have tested these tools with a reasonable amount of diligence. However you should still verify the results of any conversion to ensure that all comments are transferred and that fields appear to have the correct values.)   If you don’t agree with this statement, don’t use the tools.
Ctrl-drag  the object that follow this line into the directory of your choice and unzip there.
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3 MergeBallotSheets
3.1 Introduction

This program merges the contents of multiple letter ballot spreadsheets together into a single spreadsheet (which must exist before performing the export).   There are two ways to use this program:  “simple” and “advanced”.  There’s also optional support for parsing of a comment email, as sent by the IEEE-SA to extract commenter details.
There are two output options:  1) output to a merged spreadhseet.  2) output to an APS database.

The simple method is designed for a straightforward merge without any analysis of the contents. All the features of the simple method are available on the opening menu.
The “advanced” tools are available from a separate menu of commands, and provide the following features:

· Analysis of email from IEEE-SA to extract commenter information and build a table of commenter information.  Also filing of attachment from email into “tbd” directory.

· A copy of the original Subclause, Page and Line fields is provided in the output spreadsheet as “CommenterSubclause”, “CommenterPage” and “CommenterLine”.

· An editing screen is provided that allows the user to verify and update the Subclause, Page and Line fields.   

· An Optional “Headings” spreadsheet may be imported, which contains title information and page.line ranges used to cross-check commenter-supplied data.   
3.2 Instructions (simple)

1. Create a new directory and put this program in it.  We will call this directory <root>.

2. Create subdirectory <root>\tbd, and put all the spreadsheets from the voters in it.

3. Create a container spreadsheet from the 802.11 Excel Document template.

4. Run the program and run through the 5 steps documented in its user interface

a. Empty comments table

b. Get comment files

c. Show summary of results

d. Sort by commenter and assign CommentID

e. Output to spreadsheet or APS database
Congratulations, you now have merged all the spreadsheets into one.

It is also possible to use the program incrementally.   It keeps within it the comments compiled thus far (which can be reset by “Empty Comments Table”), so you can continue to add comments spreadsheets as they come in.

All operations (except empty comments table) are incremental.  Output to spreadsheet rewrites an entire spreadsheet.   Output to APS database can be used incrementally.
“Sort by commenter and assign CommentID” can, be performed as many times as you like, as it assigns numbers only to unassigned CommentIDs.
3.3 Input Comments Spreadsheet Format

The input spreadsheets should be derived from the letter ballot template currently (June 2007) in use by the WG (e.g. LB97).
Each input file is parsed to determine voter name using the FirstName and LastName portions of the header of the spreadsheet.  This is converted into "<LastName>, <FirstName>" in the "CommenterName" field of the output spreadsheet.   
As an extension to the current template format, the optional header item "Affiliation" (not present in the 802.11 WG ballot template), if present, is copied into the "CommenterCo" field, which is otherwise left blank.
The parsing of the input spreadsheet is sensitive to the column positions of the prompts (field 6) and answers (field 7).  It is not sensitive to the number of lines in the header part (which can be any number up to 100 lines).  Blank row in the comments are ignored.  Otherwise each row is copied to the output spreadsheet, with fields being renamed to match MyBallot conventions.
3.4 Input Headings Spreadsheet format (optional)

The use of the headings spreadsheet is entirely optional.

The following is an example for TGn Draft D2.0:

	Clause
	Title
	min PL
	max PL

	All
	General
	0
	0

	Generally
	General
	0
	0

	General
	General
	0
	0

	0
	General
	0
	0

	3
	Definitions
	1
	6

	4
	Abbreviations and acronyms
	6
	8.17

	5
	General description
	8.17
	8.22

	5.2.8
	HT STA
	8.22
	8.54

	6
	MAC service definition
	8.54
	8.57

	6.1
	Overview of MAC services
	8.57
	8.60

	6.1.2
	Security services
	8.60
	9.09

	6.1.5
	MAC data service architecture
	9.09
	11.01

	7
	Frame formats
	11.01
	11.05


It must contain the columns exactly as indicated above.

Order is not relevant.

The min PL and max PL fields contain the minimum and maximum (page + line/100) values corresponding to that subclause.  A value of 0 for the max PL means “unspecified”.

Ranges should be non-overlapping and contiguous.
3.5 Input File renaming/moving

After processing each input file is moved to "..\processed\<lastname>_<firstname>_comments.xls" relative to the location of the input file.   
The recommended practice is to have this program in <root> with two directories <root>\tbd and <root>\processed.   Put all the unprocessed files in <root>\tbd.  This tool will move them to <root>\processed when they have been processed.  This procedure should avoid duplicate imports.

3.6 Output to APS database

Press the “Export To Database” button on the main menu and this takes you to a separate form to manage this exporting.

You should have an APS database ready to export into.

Press “link to database”,  specify the location of your APS database.   Check that the number of comments in the APS database reported appears to be reasonable.

Enter a LB number (just an integer) in the appropriate box.

Enter a Draft number (a fixed number,  e.g. 4,  or  5.23) in the appropriate box.

Press “Export to Database”.   This will append new comments into the aps database and then update the statistics shown on this page.

Note, comments are known by their comment number.  Nothing more intelligent is done to match comments.  So if the comment IDs assigned on the main menu overlap comments already in the database,  these comments will not be transferred into the main database,  but will appear already to be there.
Moral of this story – be careful how you assign comment numbers and check against your APS database when updating it – i.e., when adding recirculation comments to avoid any overlap.
3.7 Output To Spreadsheet
The output spreadsheet contains columns named using MyBallot conventions, (hence Subclause and not Clause).  There are two formats:  simple and advanced.
3.7.1 Simple format

The simple format contains the following fields, copied from the input sheet unless specified here:
· CommentID

· CommenterName

· “<LastName>, <FirstName>” from the commenter spreadsheet

· CommenterCo

· <Affiliation> from the commenter spreadsheet (if present), otherwise blank

· Subclause

· Page

· Line

· CommentType

· The "Type of Comment" and "Part of a No Vote" columns are parsed and replaced with the MyBallot "CommentType" field, taking one of four values:  “TR, T, ER, E”.

· Comment

· SuggestedRemedy

· Response

· Blank

3.7.2 Advanced format
The advanced format contains the following additional fields:

· CommenterSubclause, CommenterPage, CommenterLine

· copied from the commenters original spreadsheet

· DuplicateOfCID

· Identifies the CommentID of which this comment is an exact duplicate

· Note – the “first added” spreadsheet is viewed as the original and the “later added” as the duplicate,  regardless of the relative CommentID ordering.

· Subclause, Page or Line Corrected?

· This contains “yes” iff the commenter fields (CommenterSubclause, CommenterPage, CommenterLine) do not exactly match the non-commenter fields (Subclause, Page, Line) exactly.

· This will only occur if one or more of these fields has been manually edited using this tool.

3.8 Advanced operation

Press “Step 4a” from the main menu, bringing you to the advanced menu.

Pressing Step 1 or 4 from the advanced menu will persistently select the advanced output format.  If you want to undo this start again from scratch on the main menu.
3.8.1 Analysis of emails

Select “Step 0” from the advanced menu.  This takes you to the analysis form.

The form allows you to scroll through (and edit) the existing commenter records using the record selector at the bottom, but its main purpose is the addition of new commenter records.

There are two ways to use this form:

1. Simple operation - no outlook required

a. Once only – press the “Delete all records button”

b. Cut and paste the text of the email from the IEEE-SA into the “Text” box and press the “Parse” button.   This parses the contents of the text to discover ID, Name, Balloter ID, Organization, E-Mail, Phone, Fax, Type and Vote fields.
c. Eyeball and correct any errors.  You can also enter the number of comments by opening the commenter spreadsheet and eyeballing the number of comments seen there.

d. Press the “Save” button to save the record – do not forget to do this!

e. Once only – press the “Write commenters records to spreadsheet button” and provide the name of the output file at the prompt.

2. Advanced operation – Outlook email client required

a. Once only – press the “Delete all records button”

b. In Outlook,  select the email from the IEEE-SA in an email message list view (it is not necessary to open the email,  merely select it)

c. Press the “Get email” button.   This copies the text of the email into the “Text” box and parses it.  It also saves the attachment in the “tbd” directory (relative to the location of the database file).  It then opens the attachement with excel.
d. Eyeball and correct any errors.  You can also enter the number of comments by eyeballing the number of comments seen in the open spreadsheet.

e. Close the excel application.

f. Press the “Save” button to save the record – do not forget to do this!

g. Once only – press the “Write commenters records to spreadsheet button” and provide the name of the output file at the prompt.

NOTE—The commenters spreadsheet should be considered to be confidential information as it contains personal details. The contents of this spreadsheet should not be published or circulated outside the relevant task/working group officers.

3.8.2 Analysis of comments
Step 1 duplicates the Subclause, Page and Line values for new comments to the “commenter” fields.

Step 2 imports a headings spreadsheet

Step 3 allows you to review and correct Subclause, Page and Line numbers.

Step 4 identifies duplicates.  A duplicate is an exact match in the Comment, SuggestedRemedy, CommenterSubclause, CommenterPage and CommenterLine fields.  A summary of duplicates is displayed after running this step.   This is a fast operation, roughly O(n),  mostly thanks to performing a join on a hash key derived from the Comment and SuggestedRemedy fields.  It is the most arcane part of programming in this tool.
Step 3 and 4 can be done in any order.
Step 1 and 2 can be done in any order, but optional step 2 should be done before step 3 to get the value of any validation.

All operations are incremental in the sense that no manual edits are lost, and the identification of duplicates will only ever be extended.

· Pressing step 1 multiple times only copies the fields for “new” comments – i.e. those spreadsheets imported since the last time this was pressed.

· Pressing step 2 multiple times is harmless, but does nothing usefull

· Pressing step 3 multiple times brings up the edit page.  You can change individual comments as many times as you like.

· Pressing step 4 multiple times re-identifies duplicates from scratch each time.  However, because the first imported comment is always the original,   it is not possible to change an original into a duplicate by later importing a matching comment.  So identification of originals and duplicates will only ever be extended, not changed.
4 MyProjectToAPS

This database application provides a link between the comments.csv file downloaded from the IEEE-SA’s MyProject system and an APS database.

See instructions:   4.6.6.1 and 4.6.6.2.

5 APS Database

5.1 Introduction

The APS Database Application (DA to save me typing) was written to support comment resolution activities in IEEE 802.11n and 802.11mb, based on the experiences learned from the .11n D1.0 letter ballot (IEEE 802.11 LB84).

Because we have a number of database applications floating around, this one was randomly named “APS database” to avoid confusion with any other.  APS also happens to match the author’s initials.

LB84 received about 12,000 comments.  These were processed in parallel by multiple ad-hoc comment resolution groups managed by independent chairs using Excel spreadsheets.

The main rationale for writing a tool is to reduce the overhead of maintaining the independent spreadsheets.  These were supposed to (but often didn’t) represent each of the LB84 comments precisely once, without changes to the fixed fields.  Ad-hoc chairs could transfer comments between ad-hoc groups as it was determined that they were a more suitable group to propose a comment resolution.

Note, if you are not trying to manage either a huge volume of comments,  or are not trying to share ownership of comments between multiple people, you probably don’t want to use this tool – i.e., its setting-up costs will exceed the benefit you get.  In this case, stick to excel.

Other challenges were caused by the tools (Excel) performing different flavours of truncation according to the version of the tool, the height of the person using it, and the phase of the moon.

Finally, while this tool has been successfully used for 802.11n and 802.11mb comment resolution, managing thousands of comments over multiple parallel comment resolution groups – it is worth precisely what you’re paying for it.   There is no warrantee.
5.2 Other tools

Various other tools are around.   The main one used in 802.3 and in 802.11 REVma comment resolution is the MyBallot database tool.  This is designed to interface with the comment file structure used by the web Myballot application, and to provide reports in a format familiar to the IEEE-SA Revcom members.

However, the tool does have its shortcomings.   These are:

· Fixed allocation of comments to editors by subclause.  In TGn, we found it necessary to pass ownership of a comment between ad-hocs allowing each to add notes and then pass it on.   This is not possible in MyBallot.

· Use of CSV import.   Fields within CSV files imported into Access are sometimes (according to versions of software used) truncated to 255 characters. 

· Lack of providing excel submissions containing comments so that the membership of the group can follow along without disadvantage.

The author has written a set of WG Letter ballot tools supporting excel spreadsheets as the medium of comment resolution here: https://mentor.ieee.org/802.11/dcn/07/11-07-2116-03-0000-supporting-lb-tools.doc
5.3 Dependencies

The setting-up of comments in the DA in the WG phase is dependent on the WG Letter ballot tools (https://mentor.ieee.org/802.11/dcn/07/11-07-2116-03-0000-supporting-lb-tools.doc).

The dependency is on the MergeBallotSheets.mdb, which takes multiple excel comment spreadsheets and merges them into a single excel file.

5.4 Important Concepts

Each copy of the database contains the full set of comments.  Each copy is owned by an ad-hoc chair, and each ad-hoc may only own a single copy of the database.  (Ad-hocs with shared leads can break this rule by defining a clear “passing of the pen” rule in which an update is generated on one copy and then loaded on the other copy of the same database.  All the tools are included to do this, but see the editor first for instructions.)

Each comment is owned by a single ad-hoc.   The database doesn’t allow ownership to be “taken” by another ad-hoc
, it can only be “given” by the currently owning ad-hoc.

A comment can be optionally given a “Comment group” identifier.   This identifier functions much the same as the separate tabs on excel spreadsheets used for LB84 comment resolution.   There’s no restriction on how many or how few comment groups are created per ad-hoc. 

The databases are kept in synchronization by the exchange of update (.up2) files 
.   Each ad-hoc will from time to time generate an update file and email it to the editor.   The editor will merge these and email a composite update file to all chairs.   The ad-hoc chairs then load these updates into their databases and everything is synchronized.   There should be no need for any manual fixups such as we had with the Excel spreadsheets, because the system enforces certain consistency rules.

Synchronization is always safe for the following two reasons: 

· Each comment is marked with a modification timestamp, and no update is allowed to overwrite a more recent update.

· Each comment has a single owner ad-hoc.   Only that ad-hoc is allowed to modify the comment.

In order to share information with WG members, the contents of the database can be exported to Excel spreadsheet format.  From the database’s point of view this is a write-only operation (i.e., it is not possible to fully load the database from a spreadsheet) 
. There are three export formats provided.   These map onto the spreadsheets used for LB84.   The one that is expected to be used by ad-hoc chairs exports the comments for a single ad-hoc into multiple worksheets (one per comment group).   This matches the usage in LB84.

It is also possible to import only the “Resn Status” and “Resolution” fields (without truncation) from a spreadsheet (these have to be column headings, and the sheet has to be the first or only sheet in the excel file). 

A warning: it is possible to open the database window (e.g. by pressing F11) during operation of the tool 
.   This allows you to modify any of the code, any of the validation constraints, any of the table formats,  any of the forms and any of the comment contents.   If you want to do this out of curiosity (or to understand what the tool is trying to do) by all means have a look – but only on a temporary copy of the database file.  Don’t ever do this on the working database or all kinds of undetected havoc may be wrought.

Another warning: any project configuration data can be changed through a “Project Configuration” button.  Again, don’t touch anything unless you’ve been instructed to.

Yet another warning: the “ad-hoc” can be changed by the “Set ad-hoc” button.   You use this to set up your ad-hoc whenever you take an updated version of the database program.  Don’t otherwise mess with this unless you’ve been instructed to, or really bad things will happen.

If things ever go truly pear-shaped, it is a trivial job to recreate any ad-hoc’s database up to the date & time you last generated an update file.   Update files are small (~20KB overhead).    The consolidation of the update files is a trivial administrative task, so generating frequent update files causes no problems and is a useful safety net.   The editor will keep for posterity all update files from all ad-hocs.    Normally, consolidation of update files is an editorial admin activity.  However, there is absolutely no danger in sending an update file directly from one ad-hoc to another (copying the editor).  This is useful if a comment is to be transferred between ad-hocs urgently.
5.5 User tasks

This answers “how do I” without giving detail instruction on the user-interface.

5.5.1 View comments I have to resolve

Press “Select & Edit Comments” from the Menu.

The top panel sets up filter and sort conditions.   There are a number of pre-set conditions.  You edit any of these conditions,  and your edits will persist (at least until you update the database program).   This page also remembers the last selected filter condition.

You choose which comments are visible with the controls in the “Filter” panel.  Try them.

You choose the order of comments from the “sort” controls.  The most useful sort is likely to be page number (which is actually page number + line number/100).

You can change the level of detail between 1 (just the basics) and 3 (everything).

In the comments table you can change the row height by dragging a row divider on the grey bit on the left.   You can change any column width by dragging the column heading divider.  These changes are permanent.

You can navigate using the “Find” panel - by entering a CID number, or stepping to the first, next, previous and last either blank or non-blank in one of a number of column headings.  Blank in resolution status is the default.

Note – you cannot edit anything from this window, except a “selected” checkbox on the left.  This checkbox indicates which comments are currently selected.   The selection state is used in the “update selected” operation.   And you can filter by “Selected” “is true”.   The selection is also inverted by dragging the mouse in the column to the left of the selection checkboxes to update large numbers of records.

Nuther Note – the Filter conditions are really powerful.  For example if you put TXOP in the Comment filter condition,  only those comments with TXOP somewhere in the comment field will be shown.  You can also use * and % wildcards if you’re really creative.

Yet a nuther note – the filter conditions and sort order apply to the record navigation provided from the edit window.

And a final note – the filter window does have some bugs. i.e., where you apply a filter condition and it doesn’t appear to work.   If that happens just leave this page and re-enter it,  and the filter should be applied.   This only happens occasionally,  and the author,  having spent way too many hours trying to find the cause,  has admitted the feet.

5.5.2 Edit comments

To edit a comment, first open the selection window and then select the comment you wan to change and press the “Edit” button.  Or you can double-click on any comment.

This brings up the edit window, in which you can make changes.

Not all fields are editable.  No commenter (C) field can be changed.  

When you’ve made changes, either navigate to the next record,  or press “save”.   The Save button is greyed if the comment is not owned by this database. 

You can “cancel” any changes by pressing the “cancel” button.

Certain fields change colour to indicate certain conditions, and because I like pretty colours.

From this window you can open up separate large font edit window for any of these fields,  so you can organize them on screen to suit yourself.  You can also set the font size of the memo fields,  and this setting is persistent.

You can navigate between only the records on display in the selection window using the “Record” buttons at the bottom of the window.  Navigating away from a record you have edited will save it.
5.5.3 Prepare comments for a motion

There are two steps to this, firstly marking comments with a comment group identifier, and then exporting them to a spreadsheet.

Firstly, bring up the selection window and set filter conditions to help you display only relevant comments.  You can select individual comments (by clicking on the check box) or a range of comments (by mouse click-drag in the left hand column) and press “update by selection”,  or press “update by filter” to update all comments on display.

This brings you to the “bulk update” window.   This will list the CIDs that will be updated (you can copy and paste this if you need a list of CIDs somewhere).   You can also edit this list by hand if you want to pull out individual CIDs or insert them.

You should now choose a comment group name that is relevant (e.g. phy_pending_motion_6) and hit the “update now” button.  

Obviously you can do this a number of times to add different ranges of comments or different filter conditions to the same CID.

Secondly, you should have an excel file ready to insert the comments into.  You should start off by providing a new 802.11 submission template and filling in the title sheet.  Then click on the “Export comments to Excel for publication” button on the main menu.

Choose “Comments for this ad-hoc, sheet / comment group”,  press “Select File”,  select the file you want to insert into and press “Export”.   This will export all the comments for this ad-hoc into the spreadsheet,  with one sheet provided per comment group.  Be patient,  the export runs at about 10 comments a second,  so exporting a sheet with 1000 comments in it will take ~2 minutes (using a slow, but safe,  method that avoids any truncation issues).

So, in our example, there would now be a “phy_pending_motion_6” tab in the spreadsheet containing those comments we tagged above.

This action overwrites any tabs of the same name – so view this spreadsheet as write-only,  or any changes you make in tabs that match a comment group name will get overwritten next time you do an export.

Upload the spreadsheet, update the title page, and you are ready for motion.
5.5.4 Dispose of comments after motion

After approval you need to set the “motion number” field for the approved comments,  and then set the owner to “editor” so he can work with the Edit Status and Edit Notes fields.

Firstly, remove any CIDs from the comment group that were excluded from the motion.  (you can do this with the edit window).

Secondly, select all the comments with the matching comment group using a filter on the selection window.  Then press “Update by filter”.  This brings up the “bulk” window.

Select “editor” from the “new adhoc name” pulldown.   I also suggest changing the comment group name to something like “approved_phy_motion_9”.   Enter the motion number in the “New Motion #” box.  Hit “Update now!” – this updates the records with the changes.

Then generate an update file (see below) and send it to the editor.
5.5.5 Generate an update file

When you’ve made any substantive edits, generate an update file and email it to the editor.

From the main menu select “Generate Update File”.  This brings up a window that shows how many CIDs were changed since the last update file was generated.

You can choose between incremental and complete update.

The system records the date of the last update to generate the incremental update.  If for some reason you need to force older updates into the file select “complete” update (all this does is put an early date in the “last update” field.    You can edit this to anything you like.)

Updates are always safe,  in the sense that no older information will overwrite newer information,  so you can always set the “since” date & time to an arbitrarily earlier time without causing any problem.

If you set the “since” time to a later date & time,  your update file will miss some of your updates,  and the databases will be out of sync.   There is no reason for you to do this,  but you can recover the condition by forcing a “full sync” – i.e. set the “since” to a much earlier date.

The system chooses a default filename (which you can change,  but shouldn’t unless we invent some compelling reason) such as editor200612151119.upd.   (This is the ad-hoc plus the date and time).

Hit the “Generate Update” button, and the update file will be created in the same directory as the database file.

5.5.6 Load an update file

The editor will periodically merge updates from multiple ad-hocs and send them out.

When you receive this file, click on the “Load updates from update file” button on the main menu.

This brings up the “load updates” window.  Click on “Select Update Files” and select the update file from wherever you put it.

This will then summarize the number of changes per ad-hoc in the top half of the window and summarize the number of updates that are “live” (in the sense that the update date is later than the copy in your database).   You will normally expect to see that all the updates from other ad-hocs are present in the lower window, and none from your own ad-hoc.  You can also see the number of transfers in by ad-hoc.

You can also look at individual CIDs before committing to an update by pressing the “Show details of update” button.

Press the “Perform Update!” and your database will be updated.   Don’t forget this step – if you exit this page before performing the update,  nothing will be updated!

Note, updating is safe.  You shouldn’t be able to break it unless you manually edit the .upd files.  You can include updates from other ad-hocs directly (short-circuiting the editor’s distribution of changes).   This is useful to get transferred comments quickly.

You can select your own update files, or older update files.  In this case you won’t see anything reported in the bottom half of the screen because all the updates will be older than the current records in the database.

5.5.7 Load resolutions from a spreadsheet

This feature is provided to allow bulk importing of just the “Resn Status” and “Resolution” fields from a spreadsheet.  (The spreadsheet also needs a CID column to identify records).

Any other columns in the spreadsheet are ignored.

To do this,  select “load resolutions from Excel” from the main menu.

This brings up a window.   Select “Select Excel spreadsheet” and open the spreadsheet file you want.   

The “Select which sheet” pane now shows a list of the sheets in the file.  Click on the one you want to import.

The CIDs in the spreadsheet will then be shown in the lower panel.   There’s an “import?” column with a checkbox you can edit.   Or press “Select all” to set all the checkboxes to ticked.

When you press “load resolutions” those comments listed with Import? Ticked (and only those) will be imported into the database.

Note, that before importing any resolutions the “Import?” entry is unticked for any comment that is not currently owned by the current ad-hoc – i.e. you can’t import resolutions for comments you don’t own.   This is consistent with the rule that you can’t edit data you don’t own.

The “load resolutions” operation is the same as a manual edit from the database’s viewpoint.  The update time is set to the current time, and ignores any time fields in the resolutions spreadsheet.
5.5.8 Transfer comments to another ad-hoc

The easiest way is to do this is just select a new “ad-hoc name” from the pull-down list in the “Edit” window.

You can also select a group of comments and use the “Update by Filter” or “Update Selection” from the selection window.

Once you’ve set the new ad-hoc name you can’t edit the comment.  But you can “undo” the change (see below),  up to the point that you create an update file.

In either case,  unless you specify a new comment group manually,  transferred comments are also automatically assigned to the “transferred” comment group.
5.5.9 Undo changes

If you made an error in a change, you can roll back all changes to a specific update of a specific comment.

Select “Undo / Rollback” from the main menu.   This brings up the Undo window.  The main contents of which is a list of changes (newest at the top).   Double clicking on an entry will roll back all changes for that specific CID to that point in time. 

Note, the rollback affects only the specific CID that was double-clicked on.  No other records are modified.

Note, to undo all changes for all CIDs,  keep double-clicking the bottom record of the history until the history is empty (this will undo changes one CID at a time).

The undo history is lost when an update file is generated or loaded.
5.6 Administration

This section describes how to set-up and look after the contents of the database.

It assumes the input data is from a WG letter ballot.

The author has also automated mechanisms for taking comments from (and exporting to) the MyBallot tool used for Sponsor Ballot.  But he hasn’t got around to documenting them yet.  If you need these,  go hound him.

5.6.1 Pre-requisites

To run the database you need a copy of Access 2003 or 2007.

Normal operation of the database by ad-hoc leaders does not require any Access skills.  Administering the database requires the ability to run pre-programmed queries built into the database, and in practice also requires some familiarity with creating queries.

But don’t be scared, the author of the application had not touched access or SQL before starting this project.  It can be learned, and most of what you need is already almost there.

To get to the Access interface, run the database program and press F11.

You can then navigate to tables, queries and forms that will be mentioned below.

5.6.2 Initial 1-time setup

From the initial menu,  press “!!Delete all data in the database!!”.

WARNING – this does exactly what it says on the tin.  Don’t press this unless you intend to delete all data in the database – i.e., for a new project.

Go into “Project Configuration” and update the database name, ad-hocs and resolution status codes you want to use.

NOTE – The resolution status codes are hard coded into a number of queries/forms.  Only change if you really know what you’re doing.

Importing comments may require the linkage to several other files be set up.  You only need to do this once, and we’ll talk about that below.
5.6.3 Software Upgrades

You can upgrade to newer versions of the database very simply.

Run a new copy of the database and select “!! Import all data from an earlier version of the database!!”.  This will confirm that this is really what you want to do,  as it OVERWRITES any data in the running version of the database.

It then prompts for the location nof the “old” database to be copied.

Following that it deletes all local data and makes a copy of all data from the old database.  It does not modify the contents of the old database in any way.

You should keep a copy of the old database until you have confirmed that everything is as you expect it to be in the new database.
5.6.4 Per ballot setup (Working Group Ballot)

5.6.4.1 Importing new comments

For WG Ballot:

1. Get the MergeBallotSheets tool.  Use this tool to merge multiple WG ballot spreadsheets together.  

2. Run MergeBallotSheets (see its documentation) and populate it with comments.

a. Make sure you do “Step 4a” followed by “Step 1”.   This populates the commenter’s page, line and subclause information.

b. Run “Output to APS database” / Export to database (instructions above).  This will populate the APS database with new comments from the MergeBallotSheets tool.

3. Check the right number of comments you expect to see are there by looking at reports from the APS database.

For Sponsor Ballot – see Adding new comments from the Sponsor Ballot
5.6.4.2 Maintaining page and line numbers

If you followed the simple procedure in the previous section you will see that we have two subclause and page and line number sets.  Those followed by “( C )” are the values provided by the commenter (and are strings).  They are not editable.   The other set is editable and of type integer (line) and fixed point (page).

The goal here is to get “page” set to a fixed point number representing page + line/100.   Sorts on page are much more useful than sorts on “subclause”, so it’s worthwhile putting some effort into getting it right.

The minimum action you should take is:

· Query / “set page from page and line”.  You will be asked for the LB number.


This performs the calculation shown above.

If you have imported headings (see below), you can perform the following steps:

· Run Queries / “update comments missing page and line from headings”.   You will be prompted for the letter ballot number.  

· Run Queries / “update comments empty clause from headings lookup”.  You will be asked for the LB number.

· You should then run Queries/”set page from page and line”.  You will be asked for the LB number.

5.6.4.3 Importing headings

The database supports a table of headings.  For each draft, for each subclause, it stores the heading name, page and line number.

This table is used to perform a lookup on the main comment editing page so that you can see the name of the heading given the subclause number in the comment.

A secondary use is that it can be used to fill in missing page numbers from comments that give the subclause number, but not the subclause number.  And it can be used to fill in missing subclause numbers from comments that quote only the page number.

The headings are supplied as an excel spreadsheet with the following column headings:

1. Clause (e.g. 7.1.2.3)

2. Title

3. Topic.   This is a text string describing the topic of the subclause.   This can be left blank unless you want to automatically assign comments to ad-hocs and comment groups (see below).

4. “min PL” – the minimum page+line/100 occupied by this subclause

5. “max PL” – the maximum page+line/100 occupied by this subclause

NOTE  - the “max PL” from one clause should be less than the “min PL” of the following one.

To import headings, do the following:

1. (one time only) Go to Tables.  Select “NewHeadings”.  Update the link to point to your headings file.   You can now open Tables/”NewHeadings” and observe you see your headings there.

2. Run Queries/”add new headings to headings”.

a. You will be prompted for “DraftNumber”,  enter your draft number in format x.yy.

5.6.4.4 Assigning comments to ad-hocs

The easy (but slow) way to do this is using the comment editing page.  (Select & Edit … / Edit).  You can select ad-hocs for comments individually from a pull-down menu.

An easy faster way is to select ad-hocs for groups of comments from the Select & Edit page.  Select filter = “all”.  This sorts by page number.

Scroll down to a block of comments you want to assign and highlight them (drag mouse cursor in the extreme LH column of the scrolling pane).  Then select “Update selection”.   Provide values for ad-hoc (and optionally “comment group”) and hit “Update now!”

You can see when all comments are assigned by going from main menu to “Reports… / lifecycle state by ad-hoc and comment group”.  (you may need to set up appropriate filter conditions on the LB on this form).  This report is the most useful single report in the database, so learn how to get there :0).

There is an automated method, which takes a bit of setup, so it’s only appropriate for large numbers of comments,  as follows:

1. Provide a “Topic” column in the headings spreadsheet.

a. If this is not the first time you’re importing headings,  the topics probably won’t change much.   Query / “show newheadings with previous topics” will help you propagate these to a later draft’s headings file.

2. Provide a “topic to ad-hoc.xls” spreadsheet.

a. (one time only) From Tables / “topic to ad-hoc” update linkage to locate this spreadsheet.

b. It has columns “Topic” and “Ad-hoc”.   The “Topic” column should match all topics in your headings spreadsheet.   The “Ad-hoc” should match the name of one of your ad-hocs.

c. To create an initial version of this, you can run Query / “export headings latest topic to ad-hoc” and export this to a spreadsheet.  Fill in missing ad-hocs.

d. Or you can run Query / “summary of comments by topic this lb” and export this to a SS,  add the Ad-hoc column and fill it in.

3. Run Query / “update headings topic from newheadings”

Now you can run:

1. Query / “update ad-hoc for new editorial comments”.   This assigned editorial comments to EDITOR.

2. Query / “update ad-hoc and comment group from lookup”.   This assigns comment groups and ad-hocs according to your two lookup spreadsheets.

3. Go from main menu to “Reports… / lifecycle state by ad-hoc and comment group”.  You should now be able to see most (hopefully) of your comments have non-blank ad-hocs and (for non-editorial) comment groups.

4. Go to Select & Edit, and set up filter conditions;  or Go to Edit and manually edit individual comments to supply missing ad-hocs and comment groups.

The goal is that every comment should have an owning ad-hoc.   Use of comment groups is optional but recommended.

5.6.4.5 Provide the database to ad-hocs

After each ballot you prepare an updated database using the process described above.

This then has to be supplied to each ad-hoc leader.   There is no reason for an ad-hoc leader to keep “their old” database.

5.6.5 Managing update files

It doesn’t matter who the administrator is,  but it’s typically taken by the EDITOR role.

To keep the databases in sync:

1. Ask your ad-hoc leaders to email you update files periodically (i.e. at the end of each day during an f2f session)

a. Main menu / Generate update file

b. Type of update = incremental

c. Scope = single ad-hoc

d. Generate update

2. Load these updates all into your database

a. Main menu / Load updates…

b. Select the update files emailed since last update cycle

c. Perform update

3. Export consolidated update:

a. Main / Generate update …

b. Type = incremental

c. Scope = consolidated

d. Generate update

e. Attach to email to all ad-hoc leaders title “load this update file”

4. Generate report on contents of update

a. Main / Load updates…

b. Select the file you just created

c. You can cut and paste from the “Summary of contents of update files” into your email

5. Generate report on status

a. Go to Reports / lifecycle state…

b. Do “export to excel”.  This creates an .xls file and opens it showing the same data.

c. Select bits of the pivot table report,  format,  copy.

d. Paste into your email.
5.6.6 Distribute database code updates

If a database code update is required during a ballot the following steps are required:

· Editor emails out or makes accessible  updated program

· Each adhoc then:

· Using the old database: generates a complete update file for their ad-hoc

· Using the new database: press the “Set ad-hoc” button and select their ad-hoc.

· Using the new database: loads the update file

5.6.7 Use with during Sponsor Ballot

Note – this section is somewhat experimental.   The tools have be partly tested using Office 2007.   I can only test the upload function after the next sponsor ballot completes.

You need a copy of the “MyprojectToAPS.mdb” file.   This is the interface between the DA and the .csv files exported and imported by the MyProject web-based system.

Note – only somebody with appropriate rights can download or upload sponsor ballot .csv files.  If you believe you should be able to do this, and can’t – contact your IEEE-SA staff liaison.

The MyprojectToAPS database contains a copy of the comments from the last recirculation only.   This is because it is necessary to map from the human-readable CID numbers we use locally to the un-readable multi-digit unique numbers the IEEE-SA upload process uses as its unique key.

Note – only resolutions for the last recirculation/ballot can be uploaded.   It is not possible to upload (i.e. change) comment resolutions from a previous recirculation/ballot.

5.6.7.1 Adding new comments from the Sponsor Ballot

1. Get the comments.csv file

a. Log on to MyProject.

b. Navigate to the Balloting tab

c. “MyBallot home (management)”

d. “Download/upload Comment Response”

e. Choose appropriate PAR/Standard

f. Download comments and save as comments.csv in the same directory as the MyProjectToAPS.mdb file.

2. Run MyProjectToAPS

a. Specify a value for the CID offset field.   Comments will be given a CID that is the index number in the comments.csv file (starts from 1) plus this offset.

i. Choose an offset that results in non-overlapping CID numbers for successive recirculations.

b. Specify values for the LB# and Draft# boxes. 

i. For LB#,  you might use 0 for the initial sponsor ballot,  1 for the first recirc,  etc…   This must be an integer.

ii. For Draft#,  you can guess what to put in here.  It must be a decimal number.

c. Press “Import from Comments.csv”   - this imports the comments and updates statistics on this page.

d. Press “Add new comments to SB database”

i. Will bring up a dialog.  Select your copy of the APS database.

e. You should see some warnings about appending records.  Click OK.
5.6.7.2 Generating comment resolution upload files for Sponsor Ballot

Resolve comments – i.e. ensure values are specified for Resn Status, Resolution and Motion # fields.

Open the MyprojectToAPS database.   If you did not use this copy to load the comment resolutions for this ballot, you first need to run through the “adding new comments” steps.

Make sure you use an identical value for the CID offset (and be careful of “out by one” errors) or the resolutions will not line up.

Note – this will not modify comments to the database if they are already there.
You should see the number of unresolved comments is 0, the number of resolved comments matches the # comments loaded.   If these do not match, you are missing some “Resn Status”, “Resolution” or “Motion #” entries.

Once they do match,  press the “Export to…” button.   Go and open comments_resolved.csv in the local directory and check:

1. There is no truncation of long comment resolutions

2. That the comment resolutions line up with the comments they were intended for

(Not sure if needed:  edit the .csv file to rename “Comment .” and “Index .” as “Comment #” and “Index #” respectively.)

Then you can upload this csv using the Myproject web interface.

Then open the list of comments and check that comment resolutions are properly loaded.
6 ExportExcelToTilde
6.1 Introduction

This utility converts from an excel comment resolution spreadsheet to a Tilde format text file, suitable for importing into the MyBallot access application.  

6.2 Instructions

1. Run this program

2. Follow the three steps on the user-interface

a. Select the comments spreadsheet

b. Select which sheet to import from from the list of sheets found in the file.  This is the point at which the data are actually imported.  The count of records is displayed to the right.

c. Select the output file (.txt extension) and export.

3. Exiting the program deletes the data held temporarily within the database.

6.3 Input Format

The input spreadsheet document can contain as many sheets as you like.  Only a single sheet (selected by the user is formatted in any special way.  The others can contain Title, Revision History etc.

Column headings must be present in row 1 of the selected sheet.  The columns mentioned below may be present in any column, but appearing at most once.   Any other columns are ignored.
The following columns MUST BE PRESENT: CommentID, CommenterName, Subclause, Page, Line, CommentType, Comment, SuggestedRemedy, Response.
If any of these fields are missing, the program will indicate which is missing and refuse to perform the export.

The following columns may be present, and if present, will be copied to the tilde file:  CommentStatus, ResponseStatus, Clause, CommenterCo, CommenterEmail, CommenterPhone, CommenterFax, Topic, CreateDate, LastModDate, DispatchDate, WrittenDate, Accept_RejectDate, Closed_UnsatisfDate, VoterStatus.
The CommentStatus and ResponseStatus columns are treated specially. Any missing or blank values are replaced by "X" and "O" respectively in the tilde file (this allows them to import into MyBallot, which requires a valid non-blank value).
The “clause” column is also treated specially. A missing or blank value results in the subclause field being parsed and the anything before the first dot is assigned to the clause field.  

No other parsing, checking or modification of columns is performed.  If you put junk in columns that have restricted syntax (e.g. CommentStatus, ResponseStatus), you will discover this when you try and import the tilde file into MyBallot.

6.4 Output Format

The output format is a Tilde file that can be imported by the MyBallot Access application. All the fields mentioned in the “input format” section are present in the output file.   Where a column is missing from the input file (except as described above for Clause, CommentStatus and ResponseStatus) that field is present in the output file with empty contents.
7 Export MyBallotToExcel

7.1 Introduction

This program exports a MyBallot database from the MyBallot Access file (.mdb) into an existing Excel spreadsheet.  

Make sure that the database and spreadsheet files are not open in some other application before performing the export - otherwise it will fail.
7.2 Instructions

Click on the buttons in order to specify the MyBallot database name, the spreadsheet name and to perform the export.
7.3 Input File Format

The input file is a MyBallot database.   If you select some other kind of database, undoubtedly curious, weird and cryptic things will happen.

No changes are made to the input database, however it will appear to have been written or touched by the export process because Access locks the database while it is being read.
7.4 Output File Format

The output file must exist before running this program. It can contain any pre-existing contents.  

The comments will be written into a sheet called "Comments".  If a sheet of this name exists in the output  spreadsheet, it will be deleted and a new sheet of the same name inserted.
Typical usage is to have a sheet called "Title" and one for "Revision History", which are manually maintained.  The export process will not touch the contents of any pre-existing sheet, except for the sheet called "Comments".   

You may want to reorder the sheets within the output file after export, because the Comments tab will be positioned as the first sheet in the output file.
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� This is not strictly true.  Any comment owned by “EDITOR” can be “taken” by any other ad-hoc.  This is intended to be used where a previously resolved, approved and edited comment needs to be recycled to make it consistent with another comment resolution.


� These are really excel spreadsheets in disguise, and excel will happily load and edit them.  But if you do edit anything in an update file, expect really bad things to happen.


� But there is provision to load resolutions from a spreadsheet – more on this later.


� You can only do this if you are running the full version of the program – i.e.,  not a packaged runtime version.
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APS ballot comments database.mdb

			Ad-hoc name


			EDITOR


			GEN


			MAC


			SECURITY





			F1			F2			F3			F4			F5			F6			F7			name			vote





			CID			LB			Commenter			Draft			Clause Number(C)			Page(C)			Line(C)			Type of Comment			Part of No Vote			Comment			Proposed Change			Resn Status			Resolution			Commenter Response (Enter S or U)





			CID			LB			Draft			Commenter			Vote			Clause Number(C)			Page(C)			Line(C)			Type of Comment			Part of No Vote			Page			Line			Clause			Duplicate of CID			Resn Status			Resn Status Updated By			Assignee			Submission			Comment			Proposed Change			Resolution			Owning Ad-hoc			Comment Group			Ad-hoc Status			Ad-hoc Notes			Motion Number			Edit Status			Edit Notes			Edited in Draft			Last Updated			Last Updated By			Last Updated or Imported			Selected			CommenterStatus			DateCommenterResponse			CommenterResponseToResolution





			field			width			group			number format			on find first


			Ad-hoc Notes			25			0						true


			Ad-hoc Status			7			0						true


			Assignee			11			1						true


			CID			5			0			0			false


			Clause			8			0			@			true


			Clause Number(C)			8			1			@			true


			Comment			25			0						true


			Comment Group			10			0						true


			Commenter			14			1						true


			Draft			5			1						false


			Duplicate of CID			10			0						false


			Edit Notes			25			0						false


			Edit Status			6			0						false


			Edited in draft			9			0						true


			Last Updated			15			1			yyyy/m/d h:mm			false


			Last Updated By			9			1						false


			LB			5			1						false


			Line			7			1			@			false


			Line(C)			7			1			@			false


			Motion Number			9			1			0			false


			Owning Ad-hoc			9			0						true


			Page			8			0			0.00			false


			Page(C)			8			1			@			false


			Part of No Vote			10			1						true


			Proposed Change			25			0						true


			Resn Status			6			0						true


			Resn Status Updated By			10			1						false


			Resolution			25			0						true


			Submission			11			1						true


			Type of Comment			10			1						true


			Vote			7			1						false
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			1			All																								false						Comment			contains						Resolution			contains						Page			Ascending									true			false


			2			This ad-hoc			(this)																					true						Resolution			contains						Resolution			contains						Page			Ascending									true			false


			4			Unresolved			(this)						(blanks)			(blanks)												true						Commenter			contains						Resolution			contains						Page			Ascending									true			true


			6			Ready Motion			(this)						(blanks)			(nonblanks)						(blanks)						true						Resn Status			not containing			W			Resolution			contains						Page			Ascending									true			true


			7			Selected																								false						Selected			true						Resolution			contains						Page			Ascending									true			false


			8			All unresolved												(blanks)												false						Resolution			contains						Resolution			contains						Page			Ascending									true			false


			9			Custom 1			(this)																					true						Resolution			contains						Ad-hoc Notes			contains						Page			Ascending									false			false


			10			Custom 2			(this)																					true						Resolution			contains						Ad-hoc Notes			contains						Page			Ascending									false			false


			11			Custom 3			(this)																					true						Resolution			contains						Edit Status			contains						Page			Ascending									false			false


			3			Unassigned			(this)																					true						Assignee			blank						Resn Status			blank						Page			Ascending									true			true
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			J
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			Comment			Comment


			Comment Group			[Comment Group]


			Commenter			[Commenter]


			CommenterStatus			CommenterStatus


			Draft			Draft


			Duplicate of CID			[Duplicate of CID]


			Edit Notes			[Edit Notes]
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			Resn Status			[Resn Status]


			Resolution			Resolution


			Selected			Selected


			Submission			Submission


			Type of Comment			[Type of Comment]


			Vote			Vote





			name


			(blanks)


			(non-blanks)


			(blank)





			CID			Page			Line			Clause			Duplicate of CID			Resn Status			Resn Status Updated By			Assignee			Submission			Motion Number			Comment			Proposed Change			Resolution			Owning Ad-hoc			Comment Group			Ad-hoc Status			Ad-hoc Notes			Edit Status			Edit Notes			Edited in Draft			CommenterStatus			DateCommenterResponse			CommenterResponseToResolution			Last Updated			Last Updated By





			ID			CID			Page			Line			Clause			Duplicate of CID			Resn Status			Resn Status Updated By			Assignee			Submission			Motion Number			Comment			Proposed Change			Resolution			Owning Ad-hoc			Comment Group			Ad-hoc Status			Ad-hoc Notes			Edit Status			Edit Notes			Edited in draft			Last Updated			Last Updated By			Import?			CommenterStatus			DateCommenterResponse			CommenterResponseToResolution





SELECT [ad-hocs].[Ad-hoc name]
FROM [ad-hocs]
ORDER BY [Ad-hoc name];


select '(blank)' from globals
UNION SELECT comments.[Ad-hoc Status] FROM comments GROUP BY comments.[Ad-hoc Status];


SELECT comments.[Comment Group] FROM comments where [Comment Group] is not null GROUP BY [Comment Group] ORDER BY [Comment Group]
UNION select name from terms where name='(blank)';


select '(blank)' from globals
UNION SELECT comments.[Edit Status] FROM comments GROUP BY comments.[Edit Status];


SELECT Status
FROM ResolutionStatus;


SELECT comments.[Ad-hoc Status]
FROM comments
GROUP BY comments.[Ad-hoc Status];


SELECT [ad-hocs].[Ad-hoc name]
FROM [ad-hocs]
ORDER BY [Ad-hoc name];


SELECT [ad-hocs].[Ad-hoc name]
FROM [ad-hocs]
ORDER BY [Ad-hoc name];


SELECT "*" FROM globals
UNION select distinct LB from comments;


select "(blanks)" from globals
UNION SELECT comments.[Ad-hoc Status] FROM comments GROUP BY comments.[Ad-hoc Status];


SELECT [ad-hocs].[Ad-hoc name] FROM [ad-hocs] ORDER BY [Ad-hoc name] union select "(this)" from globals union select "" from globals
UNION select "(blanks)" from globals;


SELECT sorts.SortName
FROM sorts
ORDER BY [SortName];


SELECT sorts.SortName
FROM sorts
ORDER BY [SortName];


select "(blanks)" from globals union select "(nonblanks)" from globals
UNION SELECT ResolutionStatus.Status FROM ResolutionStatus;


SELECT SortName
FROM sorts;


SELECT SortName
FROM sorts;


SELECT DISTINCTROW *
FROM [ad-hocs];


SELECT DISTINCTROW *
FROM ResolutionStatus;


SELECT [summary of latest updates].[Owning Ad-hoc], [summary of latest updates].CountOfCID, [summary of latest updates].[MinOfLast Updated], [summary of latest updates].[MaxOfLast Updated]
FROM [summary of latest updates];


SELECT [summary of updates].*
FROM [summary of updates];


SELECT [unsatisfied voters].Commenter, [unsatisfied voters].CountOfCommenter
FROM [unsatisfied voters]
ORDER BY [Commenter];


SELECT [ad-hocs].[Ad-hoc name]
FROM [ad-hocs]
ORDER BY [Ad-hoc name];


SELECT comments.*
FROM comments
WHERE True And comments.[Owning Ad-hoc] Like 'EDITOR' And comments.[Resn Status] Is Null And comments.[Duplicate of CID] Is Not Null And comments.[Motion Number] Is Null And Not (comments.[Comment Group] Like '*Transferred*');


SELECT *
FROM filterConditions
ORDER BY [Order];


SELECT [comments format].field
FROM [comments format]
WHERE ((([comments format].[on find first])=True));


SELECT [ad-hocs].[Ad-hoc name]
FROM [ad-hocs]
ORDER BY [Ad-hoc name];


SELECT comments.[Ad-hoc Status]
FROM comments
GROUP BY comments.[Ad-hoc Status];


SELECT [ad-hocs].[Ad-hoc name]
FROM [ad-hocs]
ORDER BY [Ad-hoc name];


SELECT comments.[Comment Group]
FROM comments
GROUP BY comments.[Comment Group];


SELECT [Edit Status]
FROM comments
GROUP BY [Edit Status];


SELECT ResolutionStatus.Status
FROM ResolutionStatus;


SELECT SortName
FROM sorts;


SELECT SortName
FROM sorts;


SELECT DISTINCTROW *
FROM [overwritten comments];


SELECT DISTINCTROW *
FROM comments;


SELECT DISTINCTROW *
FROM headings;


SELECT DISTINCTROW *
FROM comments;


SELECT DISTINCTROW *
FROM commenters;


SELECT DISTINCTROW *
FROM comments;


SELECT DISTINCTROW *
FROM comments;


SELECT DISTINCTROW *
FROM comments;


SELECT DISTINCTROW *
FROM comments;


SELECT DISTINCTROW *
FROM comments;


SELECT DISTINCTROW *
FROM comments;


SELECT DISTINCTROW *
FROM comments;


SELECT comments.*
FROM comments
WHERE true
ORDER BY [Last Updated];


SELECT *
FROM filterConditions
ORDER BY [Order];


SELECT DISTINCTROW *
FROM globals;


SELECT DISTINCTROW *
FROM motions;


SELECT DISTINCTROW *
FROM [overwritten comments];


SELECT DISTINCTROW *
FROM comments;


SELECT DISTINCTROW *
FROM comments;


SELECT DISTINCTROW *
FROM comments;


SELECT DISTINCTROW *
FROM globals;


SELECT DISTINCTROW *
FROM comments;


SELECT DISTINCTROW *
FROM comments;


SELECT DISTINCTROW *
FROM comments;


SELECT DISTINCTROW *
FROM comments;


SELECT [export updates].CID, [export updates].[Resn Status], [export updates].[Last Updated]
FROM [export updates];


SELECT DISTINCTROW *
FROM comments;


SELECT DISTINCTROW *
FROM comments;


SELECT [summary of latest updates].[Owning Ad-hoc], [summary of latest updates].CountOfCID, [summary of latest updates].[MinOfLast Updated], [summary of latest updates].[MaxOfLast Updated]
FROM [summary of latest updates];


SELECT [summary of newer updates].[Owning Ad-hoc], [summary of newer updates].CountOfCID, [summary of newer updates].[MinOfLast Updated], [summary of newer updates].[MaxOfLast Updated]
FROM [summary of newer updates];


INSERT INTO comments (CID, Commenter, Clause, Page, Line, [Type of Comment], [Part of No Vote], Comment, [Proposed Change], [Clause Number(C)], [Page(C)], [Line(C)], [Duplicate of CID], LB, Draft)
SELECT NewComments.CommentID, NewComments.CommenterName, NewComments.Subclause, NewComments.Page, NewComments.Line, getTypeOfComment(NewComments.CommentType), getPartOfNoVote(NewComments.CommentType), NewComments.Comment, NewComments.SuggestedRemedy, NewComments.CommenterSubclause, NewComments.CommenterPage, NewComments.CommenterLine, NewComments.DuplicateOfID, LB, Draft
FROM NewComments
WHERE NewComments.CommentID not in (select CID from comments);


INSERT INTO FullHeadings (Draft, Clause, Title, Topic, FullHeading) IN 'C:\Documents and Settings\apstephe\My Documents\sandbox\REVmb\Sponsor Ballot\FullHeadings.mdb'
SELECT headings.Draft, headings.Clause, headings.Title, headings.Topic, FullHeading(Clause,Draft) AS FullHeading
FROM headings
WHERE Draft = [Draft?];


INSERT INTO headings (Clause, Title, Page, Line, [min PL], [max PL], Draft)
SELECT Clause, Title, Page, Line, [min PL], [max PL], DraftNumber
FROM NewHeadings;


SELECT comments.CID, comments.Commenter, comments.Vote, IIf(IsNull(comments.Clause),"",getclause(comments.Clause)) AS ClausePart, comments.[Clause Number(C)], comments.[Page(C)], comments.[Line(C)], comments.[Type of Comment], comments.[Part of No Vote], comments.Page, comments.Line, comments.Clause, comments.[Duplicate of CID], comments.[Resn Status], comments.[Resn Status Updated By], comments.Assignee, comments.Submission, comments.Comment, comments.[Proposed Change], comments.Resolution, comments.[Owning Ad-hoc], comments.[Comment Group], comments.[Ad-hoc Status], comments.[Ad-hoc Notes], comments.[Motion Number], comments.[Edit Status], comments.[Edit Notes], comments.[Edited in Draft], comments.[Last Updated], comments.[Last Updated By], comments.[Last Updated or Imported], comments.Selected
FROM comments
WHERE (((comments.[Duplicate of CID]) Is Null) AND ((comments.[Motion Number]) Is Not Null));


SELECT DISTINCT [comments plus assignees].AssigneeName, [comments plus assignees].[Short Name]
FROM [comments plus assignees]
WHERE ((([comments plus assignees].AssigneeName) Is Not Null) AND (([comments plus assignees].[Short Name]) Is Null));


SELECT comments.CID, comments.[Resn Status], comments.[Last Updated By], comments.[Owning Ad-hoc], comments.[Duplicate of CID], duplicate.[Duplicate of CID]
FROM comments INNER JOIN comments AS duplicate ON comments.[Duplicate of CID] = duplicate.CID
WHERE (((duplicate.[Duplicate of CID]) Is Not Null));


SELECT comments.CID, comments.LB, comments.Comment, len(Comment) AS lc, comments.[Proposed Change], len([Proposed Change]) AS lpc
FROM comments
WHERE (((comments.LB)=[LB?]));


SELECT comments.[Comment Group]
FROM comments
WHERE comments.[Owning Ad-hoc] like (select cgfilter from globals)
GROUP BY comments.[Comment Group];


select "(blanks)"  from globals
UNION select  "(nonblanks)" from globals
UNION SELECT * from [Comment Groups];


SELECT [comments plus name plus commenters join summary totals].Name, [comments plus name plus commenters join summary totals].[MaxOfNumber of comments], [comments plus name plus commenters join summary totals].CountOfCommenter
FROM [comments plus name plus commenters join summary totals]
WHERE [comments plus name plus commenters join summary totals].[MaxOfNumber of comments]<>[comments plus name plus commenters join summary totals].CountOfCommenter;


SELECT comments.*, IIf(comments.[Duplicate of CID] Is Not Null,1,0) AS duplicate, IIf(comments.[Type of Comment]="E" And comments.[Owning ad-hoc]="EDITOR",1,0) AS editorial, IIf(comments.[Edit Status] Is Not Null And Not (comments.[Edit Status]="ER" Or comments.[Edit Status]="EMR"),1,0) AS edited, IIf(comments.[Motion Number] Is Not Null,1,0) AS approved, IIf(comments.[Ad-hoc Status]="Ready for motion",1,0) AS readyForMotion, IIf(comments.[Ad-hoc Status]="Discuss",1,0) AS discuss, IIf(not isnull(comments.[Ad-hoc Notes]) and len(comments.[Ad-hoc Notes]) > 0,1,0) AS adHocNotes, IIf(comments.[Resn Status] Is Not Null And (comments.[Resn Status]="A" Or comments.[Resn Status]="P" Or comments.[Resn Status]="D" Or comments.[Resn Status]="U" Or comments.[Resn Status]="S"),1,0) AS resolved, IIf(comments.[Resn Status] Is Not Null And comments.[Resn Status]="W",1,0) AS withdrawn, IIf(comments.Assignee Is Not Null,1,0) AS assigned, IIf(withdrawn=1,"Withdrawn",

IIf(duplicate=1,"Duplicate",

IIf(approved=1,"Approved",

IIf(readyForMotion=1,"Ready for Motion",

IIf(resolved=1,"Resolved",

IIf(discuss=1,"Discuss",

IIf(adHocNotes=1,"Ad-hoc Notes",

IIf(assigned=1,"Assigned",

"Unassigned")))))))) AS state, IIf(withdrawn=1,"Withdrawn",IIf(duplicate=1,"Duplicate",IIf(editorial=1,"Editorial",IIf(approved=1,"Approved",IIf(resolved=1,"Resolved",IIf(assigned=1,"Assigned","Unassigned")))))) AS state2, IIf(duplicate=1,"Duplicate",IIf(withdrawn=1,"Withdrawn",IIf(edited=1,"Edited",IIf(approved=1,"Approved",IIf(resolved=1,"Resolved",IIf(assigned=1,"Assigned","Unassigned")))))) AS state1
FROM comments;


SELECT comments.*, [assignee to short name].[Short Name], IIf([assignee to short name].[Short Name] Is Null,comments.assignee,[assignee to short name].[Short Name]) AS AssigneeName
FROM comments LEFT JOIN [assignee to short name] ON comments.Assignee=[assignee to short name].Assignee;


SELECT comments.Draft, comments.CID, comments.Clause, comments.Page, headings.[min PL], headings.[max PL], headings.Clause, headings.Topic
FROM comments LEFT JOIN headings ON ((comments.Clause=headings.Clause) Or ((comments.page>=headings.[min PL]) And (comments.page<=headings.[max PL]))) AND (comments.Draft=headings.Draft)
WHERE comments.Draft = [Draft?];


SELECT comments.*, motions.*
FROM comments INNER JOIN motions ON comments.[Motion Number]=motions.[Motion ID];


SELECT commenters.Name, Max(commenters.[Number of comments]) AS [MaxOfNumber of comments], Count([comments plus name reversed].Commenter) AS CountOfCommenter
FROM [comments plus name reversed] RIGHT JOIN commenters ON [comments plus name reversed].Name=commenters.Name
GROUP BY commenters.Name;


SELECT [comments plus name plus commenters join summary].Name, [comments plus name plus commenters join summary].[MaxOfNumber of comments], [comments plus name plus commenters join summary].CountOfCommenter
FROM [comments plus name plus commenters join summary]
UNION SELECT " Totals" AS CountOfName, Sum([comments plus name plus commenters join summary].[MaxOfNumber of comments]) AS [SumOfMaxOfNumber of comments], Sum([comments plus name plus commenters join summary].CountOfCommenter) AS SumOfCountOfCommenter
FROM [comments plus name plus commenters join summary];


SELECT comments.CID, comments.Commenter, comments.Vote, comments.[Type of Comment], name_reverse(comments.Commenter) AS Name
FROM comments;


SELECT comments.CID, comments.Draft, comments.Vote, comments.[Type of Comment], comments.[Part of No Vote], comments.[Resn Status], comments.[Owning Ad-hoc], comments.[Comment Group], comments.LB, comments.Commenter, headings.Topic, [topic to ad-hoc].[ad-hoc]
FROM comments LEFT JOIN (headings LEFT JOIN [topic to ad-hoc] ON headings.Topic=[topic to ad-hoc].Topic) ON (comments.Clause=headings.Clause) AND (comments.Draft=headings.Draft);


SELECT comments.*, IIf([Part of no vote] Like "Y*",IIf([type of comment] Like "E*","ER","TR"),IIf([type of comment] Like "E*","E","T")) AS Type
FROM comments;


SELECT comments.CID, comments.LB, comments.Commenter, comments.Vote, comments.[Clause Number(C)], comments.[Page(C)], comments.[Line(C)], comments.[Type of Comment], comments.[Part of No Vote], comments.Page, comments.Line, comments.Clause, comments.[Duplicate of CID], comments.[Resn Status], comments.Assignee, comments.Submission, comments.[Motion Number], comments.Comment, comments.[Proposed Change], comments.Resolution, comments.[Owning Ad-hoc], comments.[Comment Group], comments.[Ad-hoc Status], comments.[Ad-hoc Notes], comments.[Edit Status], comments.[Edit Notes], comments.[Edited in Draft], comments.[Last Updated], comments.[Last Updated By]
FROM comments
WHERE (((comments.[Owning Ad-hoc]) In (select trim([adhoc]) from globals)));


SELECT comments.*
FROM comments LEFT JOIN comments AS comments_1 ON comments.[Duplicate of CID] = comments_1.CID
WHERE (((comments_1.CID) Is Null) AND ((comments.[Duplicate of CID]) Is Not Null));


SELECT headings.Topic, Count(comments.Commenter) AS CountOfCommenter
FROM comments INNER JOIN headings ON (comments.Draft = headings.Draft) AND (comments.Clause = headings.Clause)
GROUP BY headings.Topic, headings.Draft
HAVING (((headings.Draft)=4));


SELECT comments.CID, comments.Commenter, comments.LB, comments.Draft, comments.[Clause Number(C)], comments.[Page(C)], comments.[Line(C)], comments.[Type of Comment], comments.[Part of No Vote], comments.Page, comments.Line, comments.Clause, comments.[Duplicate of CID], comments.[Resn Status], comments.Assignee, comments.Submission, comments.[Motion Number], comments.Comment, comments.[Proposed Change], comments.Resolution, comments.[Owning Ad-hoc], comments.[Comment Group], comments.[Ad-hoc Status], comments.[Ad-hoc Notes], comments.[Edit Status], comments.[Edit Notes], comments.[Edited in Draft], comments.[Last Updated], comments.[Last Updated By]
FROM comments
WHERE (((eq([comments].[Owning Ad-hoc],(select [export ad-hoc] from globals)))=1) AND ((eq([comments].[Comment Group],(select [export comment group] from globals)))=1) AND ((comments.LB) Like (select [export LB] from globals)))
ORDER BY comments.Page;


SELECT comments.CID, comments.Commenter, comments.LB, comments.Draft, comments.[Clause Number(C)], comments.[Page(C)], comments.[Line(C)], comments.[Type of Comment], comments.[Part of No Vote], comments.Page, comments.Line, comments.Clause, comments.[Duplicate of CID], comments.[Resn Status], comments.Assignee, comments.Submission, comments.[Motion Number], comments.Comment, comments.[Proposed Change], comments.Resolution, comments.[Owning Ad-hoc], comments.[Comment Group], comments.[Ad-hoc Status], comments.[Ad-hoc Notes], comments.[Edit Status], comments.[Edit Notes], comments.[Edited in Draft], comments.[Last Updated], comments.[Last Updated By]
FROM comments
WHERE (((comments.[Owning Ad-hoc]) In (select trim([export ad-hoc]) from globals)) AND ((comments.LB) Like (select [export LB] from globals)))
ORDER BY comments.Page;


SELECT comments.[Comment Group], comments.[Owning Ad-hoc], comments.LB
FROM comments
GROUP BY comments.[Comment Group], comments.[Owning Ad-hoc], comments.LB
HAVING (((comments.[Owning Ad-hoc]) in (select [export ad-hoc] from globals)))

and ((comments.LB) Like (select [export LB] from globals));


SELECT comments.CID, comments.Commenter, comments.LB, comments.Draft, comments.[Clause Number(C)], comments.[Page(C)], comments.[Line(C)], comments.[Type of Comment], comments.[Part of No Vote], comments.Page, comments.Line, comments.Clause, comments.[Duplicate of CID], comments.[Resn Status], comments.Assignee, comments.Submission, comments.[Motion Number], comments.Comment, comments.[Proposed Change], comments.Resolution, comments.[Owning Ad-hoc], comments.[Comment Group], comments.[Ad-hoc Status], comments.[Ad-hoc Notes], comments.[Edit Status], comments.[Edit Notes], comments.[Edited in Draft], comments.[Last Updated], comments.[Last Updated By]
FROM comments
WHERE (((comments.LB) Like (select [export LB] from globals)))
ORDER BY comments.CID;


SELECT comments.CID, comments.Commenter, comments.LB, comments.Draft, comments.[Clause Number(C)], comments.[Page(C)], comments.[Line(C)], comments.[Type of Comment], comments.[Part of No Vote], comments.Page, comments.Line, comments.Clause, comments.[Duplicate of CID], comments.[Resn Status], comments.Assignee, comments.Submission, comments.[Motion Number], comments.Comment, comments.[Proposed Change], comments.Resolution, comments.[Owning Ad-hoc], comments.[Comment Group], comments.[Ad-hoc Status], comments.[Ad-hoc Notes], comments.[Edit Status], comments.[Edit Notes], comments.[Edited in Draft], comments.[Last Updated], comments.[Last Updated By]
FROM comments
WHERE (((comments.LB) Like (select [export LB] from globals)))
ORDER BY comments.Page;


SELECT headings.Clause, headings.Title, headings.Topic, headings.Page, headings.Line, headings.[min PL], headings.[max PL]
FROM headings INNER JOIN [latest draft] ON headings.Draft = [latest draft].MaxOfDraft;


SELECT headings.Topic, [topic to ad-hoc].[Ad-hoc]
FROM (headings INNER JOIN [latest draft] ON headings.Draft = [latest draft].MaxOfDraft) LEFT JOIN [topic to ad-hoc] ON headings.Topic = [topic to ad-hoc].Topic
GROUP BY headings.Topic, [topic to ad-hoc].[Ad-hoc];


SELECT [comments plus heading lookup].Topic AS Topic, '' AS [Ad-hoc], Count([comments plus heading lookup].Draft) AS Count
FROM [comments plus heading lookup]
WHERE ((([comments plus heading lookup].Draft)=[Draft?]))
GROUP BY [comments plus heading lookup].Topic;


SELECT comments.[Comment Group], '' AS [Ad-hoc], Count(comments.[Comment Group]) AS [CountOfComment Group]
FROM comments
WHERE (((comments.LB)=[LB?]))
GROUP BY comments.[Comment Group];


SELECT comments.CID, comments.Page, comments.Line, comments.Clause, comments.[Duplicate of CID], comments.[Resn Status], comments.[Resn Status Updated By], comments.Assignee, comments.Submission, comments.[Motion Number], comments.Comment, comments.[Proposed Change], comments.Resolution, comments.[Owning Ad-hoc], comments.[Comment Group], comments.[Ad-hoc Status], comments.[Ad-hoc Notes], comments.[Edit Status], comments.[Edit Notes], comments.[Edited in Draft], comments.CommenterStatus, comments.DateCommenterResponse, comments.CommenterResponseToResolution, comments.[Last Updated], comments.[Last Updated By]
FROM comments
WHERE (((comments.[Last Updated By]) Like (select [update ad-hoc] from globals)) AND ((comments.[Last Updated or Imported])>=(select [update since] from globals)));


SELECT headings.*, [topic to ad-hoc].[Ad-hoc]
FROM headings INNER JOIN [topic to ad-hoc] ON headings.Topic=[topic to ad-hoc].Topic;


SELECT updates.CID, updates.[Edit Status], updates.[Edit Notes], updates.[Import?], comments.[Owning Ad-hoc]
FROM updates INNER JOIN comments ON updates.CID=comments.CID;


SELECT updates.CID, updates.[Resn Status], updates.Resolution, updates.[Import?], comments.[Owning Ad-hoc]
FROM updates INNER JOIN comments ON updates.CID=comments.CID;


SELECT updates.CID, updates.CommenterStatus, updates.CommenterResponseToResolution, updates.[Import?], comments.[Owning Ad-hoc]
FROM updates INNER JOIN comments ON updates.CID=comments.CID;


UPDATE comments
SET comments.[Edited in Draft] = "D3.00", comments.[Last Updated] = utc_now(), comments.[Last Updated or Imported] = utc_now(), comments.[Last Updated By] = getAdhoc()
WHERE (((comments.LB)=97) AND ((comments.[Resn Status]) Not In ("R","W")) AND ((comments.[Edited in Draft]) Is Null) AND ((comments.[Motion Number])>217));


UPDATE comments
SET comments.[Edit Status] = "EN", comments.[Last Updated] = utc_now(), comments.[Last Updated or Imported] = utc_now(), comments.[Last Updated By] = getAdhoc()
WHERE (((comments.[Edit Status]) Is Null) AND ((comments.LB)=97) AND ((comments.[Resn Status]) In ("R","W")) AND ((comments.[Motion Number])>217));


SELECT FullHeadings.Draft, FullHeadings_1.Draft, FullHeadings.Clause, FullHeadings_1.Clause, FullHeadings.FullHeading, FullHeadings_1.FullHeading, FullHeadings.Topic, FullHeadings_1.Topic
FROM FullHeadings INNER JOIN FullHeadings AS FullHeadings_1 ON FullHeadings.FullHeading=FullHeadings_1.FullHeading
WHERE (((FullHeadings.Draft)=[Draft1]) And ((FullHeadings_1.Draft)=[Draft2]) And ((FullHeadings.FullHeading)<>'') And ((FullHeadings_1.FullHeading)<>''));


SELECT DISTINCT comments.LB
FROM comments
ORDER BY lb DESC;


SELECT Max(headings.Draft) AS MaxOfDraft
FROM headings;


SELECT updates.ID
FROM updates INNER JOIN [latest updates newer than comments] ON updates.CID=[latest updates newer than comments].CID
WHERE (((updates.[Last Updated])=[latest updates newer than comments].latestUpdate));


SELECT updates.CID, updates.[Last Updated], updates.[Last Updated By], comments.[Last Updated], comments.[Last Updated By]
FROM ([latest update ids] INNER JOIN updates ON [latest update ids].ID = updates.ID) INNER JOIN comments ON updates.CID = comments.CID;


SELECT [updates newer than comments].CID, max([updates newer than comments].updates.[last updated]) AS latestUpdate
FROM [updates newer than comments]
GROUP BY [updates newer than comments].CID;


SELECT DISTINCT comments.LB
FROM comments
ORDER BY comments.LB DESC;


SELECT motions.[Motion ID], motions.Date, motions.[Where to find text of motion], motions.[Text of Motion], motions.[Mover/Seconder], motions.[Yes/No/Abstain], motions.Result, motions.Comments
FROM motions;


SELECT comments.*, oldcomments.*, iif(comments.[Last Updated]<oldcomments.[Last Updated],1,0) AS [other is newer], iif(comments.[Last Updated]>oldcomments.[Last Updated],1,0) AS [this is newer]
FROM comments INNER JOIN oldcomments ON comments.CID=oldcomments.CID
WHERE comments.[Last Updated]<>oldcomments.[Last Updated];


SELECT oldcommentsdiff.oldcomments.[Owning Ad-hoc], Count(oldcommentsdiff.comments.Commenter) AS diffs, Sum(oldcommentsdiff.[other is newer]) AS [# other is newer], Sum(oldcommentsdiff.[this is newer]) AS [# this is newer], Max(oldcommentsdiff.oldcomments.[Last Updated]) AS [latest in other], Min(oldcommentsdiff.oldcomments.[Last Updated]) AS [oldest change in other], Max(oldcommentsdiff.comments.[Last Updated]) AS [latest change in this]
FROM oldcommentsdiff
GROUP BY oldcommentsdiff.oldcomments.[Owning Ad-hoc];


UPDATE comments
SET comments.[Edit Notes] = adhocStamp() + " taken from editor. (Resn Status, Motion #) were (" + iif(comments.[Resn Status] is null,"",comments.[Resn Status]) + ", " + Str(comments.[Motion Number]) + ").      " + iif(comments.[Edit Notes] is null ,"",comments.[Edit Notes]), comments.[Owning Ad-hoc] = getAdhoc(), comments.[Resn Status] = NULL, comments.[Resn Status Updated By] = getAdhoc(), comments.[Motion Number] = NULL
WHERE (((comments.[Owning Ad-hoc])="EDITOR") AND ((comments.Selected)=True));


UPDATE comments
SET comments.[Ad-hoc Notes] = 'Recycled as an '+[Edit Status]+' at: '+Str(utc_now())+'. Resolution Status was: '+[Resn Status]+'. Motion Number was: '+Str([Motion Number])+'. See Edit Notes for details. '+IIf(IsNull(comments.[Ad-hoc Notes]),"",comments.[Ad-hoc Notes]), comments.[Owning Ad-hoc] = [Resn Status Updated By], comments.[Motion Number] = Null, comments.[Last Updated] = utc_now(), comments.[Last Updated or Imported] = utc_now(), comments.[Last Updated By] = "EDITOR", [Resn Status] = Null
WHERE (((comments.[Owning Ad-hoc])="EDITOR") AND ((comments.[Comment Group]) Like "Recycled*"));


SELECT comments.CID, comments.Commenter, comments.Page, comments.Line, comments.Clause, comments.[Resn Status], comments.[Resn Status Updated By] AS [Ad-hoc], comments.Comment, comments.[Proposed Change], comments.Resolution, comments.[Motion Number], comments.[Edit Status], comments.[Edit Notes], comments.[Comment Group]
FROM comments
WHERE (((comments.[Edit Status])="ER" Or (comments.[Edit Status])="EMR"))
ORDER BY comments.[Resn Status Updated By];


UPDATE comments
SET comments.[Edit Status] = Null, comments.[Last Updated] = utc_now(), comments.[Last Updated or Imported] = utc_now(), comments.[Last Updated By] = getAdhoc()
WHERE (((comments.[Edit Status])="EN") AND ((comments.LB)=97) AND ((comments.[Resn Status])="R"));


UPDATE comments INNER JOIN oldcomments AS updates ON comments.CID=updates.CID
SET comments.Page = updates.Page, comments.Line = updates.Line, comments.Clause = updates.Clause, comments.[Duplicate of CID] = updates.[Duplicate of CID], comments.[Resn Status] = updates.[Resn Status], comments.[Resn Status Updated By] = updates.[Resn Status Updated By], comments.Assignee = updates.assignee, comments.Submission = updates.submission, comments.[Motion Number] = updates.[Motion Number], comments.Resolution = updates.Resolution, comments.[Owning Ad-hoc] = updates.[Owning Ad-hoc], comments.[Comment Group] = updates.[Comment Group], comments.[Ad-hoc Status] = updates.[Ad-hoc Status], comments.[Ad-hoc Notes] = updates.[Ad-hoc Notes], comments.[Edit Status] = updates.[edit status], comments.[Edit Notes] = updates.[Edit Notes], comments.[Edited in Draft] = updates.[Edited in draft], comments.[Last Updated] = updates.[Last Updated], comments.[Last Updated or Imported] = utc_now(), comments.[Last Updated By] = updates.[Last Updated By], comments.CommenterStatus = updates.CommenterStatus, comments.DateCommenterResponse = updates.DateCommenterResponse, comments.CommenterResponseToResolution = updates.CommenterResponseToResolution
WHERE comments.[Last Updated]>updates.[Last Updated];


SELECT comments.CID, comments.Commenter, comments.Vote, comments.[Clause Number(C)], comments.[Page(C)], comments.[Line(C)], comments.[Type of Comment], comments.[Part of No Vote], comments.Page, comments.Line, comments.Clause, comments.[Duplicate of CID], comments.[Resn Status], comments.[Resn Status Updated By], comments.Assignee, comments.Submission, comments.Comment, comments.[Proposed Change], comments.Resolution, comments.[Owning Ad-hoc], comments.[Comment Group], comments.[Ad-hoc Status], comments.[Ad-hoc Notes], comments.[Motion Number], comments.[Edit Status], comments.[Edit Notes], comments.[Edited in Draft], comments.[Last Updated], comments.[Last Updated By], comments.[Last Updated or Imported], comments.Selected
FROM comments
WHERE (((comments.Selected)=True));


UPDATE comments
SET comments.Clause = [Clause Number(C)]
WHERE (comments.LB)=[LB?];


UPDATE comments
SET [Last Updated or Imported] = [Last Updated];


UPDATE comments
SET comments.Page = Val([Page(C)]), comments.Line = Val([Line(C)])
WHERE (comments.LB)=[LB?];


UPDATE comments
SET comments.Page = Int(comments.Page)+comments.line/100
WHERE (((comments.Page) Is Not Null) AND ((comments.LB)=[LB?]) AND ((comments.Line) Is Not Null));


UPDATE comments
SET selected = false;


SELECT [comments plus heading lookup].CID, [comments plus heading lookup].comments.Clause, [comments plus heading lookup].headings.Clause, [comments plus heading lookup].Page, [comments plus heading lookup].[max PL], [comments plus heading lookup].[max PL]
FROM [comments plus heading lookup]
WHERE [comments plus heading lookup].comments.Clause <> [comments plus heading lookup].headings.Clause;


SELECT comments.CID, comments.LB, comments.Clause
FROM comments LEFT JOIN headings ON (comments.Clause = headings.Clause) AND (comments.Draft = headings.Draft)
WHERE (((headings.Title) Is Null));


SELECT comments.CID, comments.Page, comments.Clause, comments.Comment, comments.[Proposed Change], comments.Resolution, comments.[Edit Status], comments.[Edit Notes]
FROM comments INNER JOIN latestBallot ON comments.LB = latestBallot.LB
WHERE (((comments.[Edit Status]) Like '*R') AND ((comments.[Duplicate of CID]) Is Null) AND ((comments.[Motion Number]) Is Not Null))
ORDER BY comments.Page;


SELECT motions.[Motion ID], motions.Date, motions.[Text of Motion], motions.[Mover/Seconder], motions.Result, comments.[Owning Ad-hoc], comments.[Comment Group], Count(comments.CID) AS CountOfCID
FROM motions LEFT JOIN comments ON motions.[Motion ID] = comments.[Motion Number]
GROUP BY motions.[Motion ID], motions.Date, motions.[Text of Motion], motions.[Mover/Seconder], motions.Result, comments.[Owning Ad-hoc], comments.[Comment Group];


SELECT NewHeadings.Clause, NewHeadings.Title, headings.Topic, NewHeadings.Page, NewHeadings.Line, NewHeadings.[min PL], NewHeadings.[max PL]
FROM NewHeadings LEFT JOIN headings ON NewHeadings.Clause = headings.Clause
WHERE headings.Draft=[prev Draft?];


SELECT headings.Topic
FROM comments INNER JOIN headings ON comments.Clause=headings.Clause
WHERE (((headings.Draft)=8) AND ((comments.LB)=1));


SELECT updates.[Owning Ad-hoc], Count(updates.CID) AS CountOfCID, Min(updates.[Last Updated]) AS [MinOfLast Updated], Max(updates.[Last Updated]) AS [MaxOfLast Updated]
FROM updates INNER JOIN [latest update ids] ON updates.ID=[latest update ids].ID
GROUP BY updates.[Owning Ad-hoc];


SELECT updates.[Owning Ad-hoc], Count(updates.CID) AS CountOfCID, Min(updates.[Last Updated]) AS [MinOfLast Updated], Max(updates.[Last Updated]) AS [MaxOfLast Updated]
FROM updates
WHERE updates.CID in (select CID from [updates newer than comments])
GROUP BY updates.[Owning Ad-hoc];


SELECT [summary of overwritten comments later than update since].CID, [summary of overwritten comments later than update since].LastOverwritten, [summary of overwritten comments later than update since].FirstOverwritten, [summary of overwritten comments later than update since].Count, [overwritten comments].ID AS IDofFirst, [overwritten comments_1].ID AS IDofLast
FROM ([summary of overwritten comments later than update since] INNER JOIN [overwritten comments] ON ([summary of overwritten comments later than update since].CID = [overwritten comments].CID) AND ([summary of overwritten comments later than update since].FirstOverwritten = [overwritten comments].Overwritten)) INNER JOIN [overwritten comments] AS [overwritten comments_1] ON ([summary of overwritten comments later than update since].CID = [overwritten comments_1].CID) AND ([summary of overwritten comments later than update since].LastOverwritten = [overwritten comments_1].Overwritten);


SELECT [overwritten comments].CID, Max([overwritten comments].Overwritten) AS LastOverwritten, Min([overwritten comments].Overwritten) AS FirstOverwritten, Count([overwritten comments].CID) AS Count
FROM [overwritten comments]
WHERE ((([overwritten comments].Overwritten)>=(select [update since] from globals)))
GROUP BY [overwritten comments].CID;


SELECT [selected comments].[Owning Ad-hoc], Count([selected comments].Commenter) AS CountOfCommenter
FROM [selected comments]
GROUP BY [selected comments].[Owning Ad-hoc];


SELECT Min([summary of latest updates].[MinOfLast Updated]) AS [MinOfMinOfLast Updated], Max([summary of latest updates].[MaxOfLast Updated]) AS [MaxOfMaxOfLast Updated]
FROM [summary of latest updates];


SELECT Min([summary of updates].[MinOfLast Updated]) AS [MinOfMinOfLast Updated], Max([summary of updates].[MaxOfLast Updated]) AS [MaxOfMaxOfLast Updated]
FROM [summary of updates];


SELECT [updates analysed].[Owning Ad-hoc], Count([updates analysed].CID) AS CountOfCID, Sum([updates analysed].Transfer) AS SumOfTransfer, Min([updates analysed].[Last Updated]) AS [MinOfLast Updated], Max([updates analysed].[Last Updated]) AS [MaxOfLast Updated]
FROM [updates analysed]
GROUP BY [updates analysed].[Owning Ad-hoc];


DELETE *
FROM comments
WHERE draft=[draft?];


DELETE *
FROM comments;


UPDATE comments
SET comments.LB = 0
WHERE (((comments.Draft)=6.01));


SELECT *
FROM comments INNER JOIN [comments plus heading lookup] ON comments.CID=[comments plus heading lookup].CID
WHERE ((((comments.Clause) Is Null) Or (Len(comments.Clause)=0)) And (([comments plus heading lookup].headings.Clause) Is Not Null));


UPDATE comments INNER JOIN comments AS duplicate ON comments.[Duplicate of CID]=duplicate.CID
SET comments.[Duplicate of CID] = duplicate.[Duplicate of CID], comments.[last updated] = utc_now(), comments.[last updated or imported] = utc_now(), comments.[last updated by] = getAdhoc()
WHERE (((comments.[Duplicate of CID]) Is Not Null) AND ((duplicate.[Duplicate of CID]) Is Not Null) AND ((comments.[Owning Ad-hoc])=getAdhoc()));


UPDATE comments INNER JOIN oldcomments AS updates ON comments.CID=updates.CID
SET comments.Page = updates.Page, comments.Line = updates.Line, comments.Clause = updates.Clause, comments.[Duplicate of CID] = updates.[Duplicate of CID], comments.[Resn Status] = updates.[Resn Status], comments.[Resn Status Updated By] = updates.[Resn Status Updated By], comments.Assignee = updates.assignee, comments.Submission = updates.submission, comments.[Motion Number] = updates.[Motion Number], comments.Resolution = updates.Resolution, comments.[Owning Ad-hoc] = updates.[Owning Ad-hoc], comments.[Comment Group] = updates.[Comment Group], comments.[Ad-hoc Status] = updates.[Ad-hoc Status], comments.[Ad-hoc Notes] = updates.[Ad-hoc Notes], comments.[Edit Status] = updates.[edit status], comments.[Edit Notes] = updates.[Edit Notes], comments.[Edited in Draft] = updates.[Edited in draft], comments.[Last Updated] = updates.[Last Updated], comments.[Last Updated or Imported] = utc_now(), comments.[Last Updated By] = updates.[Last Updated By], comments.CommenterStatus = updates.CommenterStatus, comments.DateCommenterResponse = updates.DateCommenterResponse, comments.CommenterResponseToResolution = updates.CommenterResponseToResolution;


SELECT comments.CID, comments.Commenter, comments.LB, comments.[Type of Comment], comments.[Part of No Vote], comments.Comment, comments.[Proposed Change], comments.Resolution
FROM comments
WHERE (((comments.LB)=115) AND ((comments.[Part of No Vote]) Like "Y*") AND ((comments.[Comment Group])="Unapproved Editorial Rejects"));


SELECT comments.CID, comments.Commenter, comments.Vote, comments.[Clause Number(C)], comments.[Page(C)], comments.[Line(C)], comments.[Type of Comment], comments.[Part of No Vote], comments.Page, comments.Line, comments.Clause, comments.[Duplicate of CID], comments.[Resn Status], comments.[Resn Status Updated By], comments.Assignee, comments.Submission, comments.Comment, comments.[Proposed Change], comments.Resolution, comments.[Owning Ad-hoc], comments.[Comment Group], comments.[Ad-hoc Status], comments.[Ad-hoc Notes], comments.[Motion Number], comments.[Edit Status], comments.[Edit Notes], comments.[Edited in Draft], comments.[Last Updated], comments.[Last Updated By], comments.[Last Updated or Imported], comments.Hash, comments.Selected
FROM comments
WHERE (((comments.Vote)="Do Not Approve") AND ((comments.[Part of No Vote])="Y") AND ((comments.[Resn Status])<>"A" And (comments.[Resn Status])<>"W"));


SELECT comments.Commenter, Count(comments.Commenter) AS CountOfCommenter
FROM comments
WHERE (((comments.[Part of No Vote])="Y") AND ((comments.CommenterStatus) Is Null))
GROUP BY comments.Commenter;


UPDATE headings INNER JOIN headings AS headings_old ON headings.Clause=headings_old.Clause
SET headings.Topic = headings_old.Topic
WHERE (((headings.Draft)=3) AND ((headings.Topic) Is Null) AND ((headings_old.Draft)=2));


UPDATE comments INNER JOIN [comments plus topic] ON comments.CID=[comments plus topic].CID
SET comments.[Owning Ad-hoc] = [comments plus topic].[Ad-hoc], comments.[Comment Group] = [comments plus topic].topic
WHERE ((comments.LB)=[LB?]) AND ((comments.[Type of Comment])<>"E");


UPDATE comments
SET comments.[Owning Ad-hoc] = "EDITOR"
WHERE (((comments.LB)=[LB?])) and comments.[Type of Comment]="E" and isnull(comments.[Owning Ad-hoc]);


UPDATE comments INNER JOIN [comments plus topic] ON comments.CID = [comments plus topic].CID
SET comments.[Owning Ad-hoc] = [comments plus topic].[Ad-hoc]
WHERE (((comments.LB)=[LB?]) AND ((comments.[Type of Comment])<>"E"));


UPDATE comments INNER JOIN [comments plus topic] ON comments.CID=[comments plus topic].CID
SET comments.[Comment Group] = [comments plus topic].topic
WHERE ((comments.LB)=[LB?]);


UPDATE comments INNER JOIN [comments plus heading lookup] ON comments.CID = [comments plus heading lookup].CID
SET comments.[Comment Group] = [comments plus heading lookup].Topic
WHERE (((comments.LB)=[LB?]) AND ((comments.[Comment Group]) Is Null) AND (([comments plus heading lookup].Topic) Is Not Null));


UPDATE comments
SET [Ad-hoc Notes] = [to?]
WHERE [Ad-hoc Notes] like [condition?];


UPDATE comments
SET Clause = Right(Clause,Len(Clause)-6)
WHERE clause like "Annex *";


UPDATE comments
SET [Comment Group] = "Approved in Nov 2009", [Last Updated] = utc_now(), [Last Updated or Imported] = utc_now(), [Last Updated By] = getAdhoc()
WHERE [Motion Number]>=28 And [Motion Number]<=58;


UPDATE comments INNER JOIN [comments plus heading lookup] ON comments.CID=[comments plus heading lookup].CID
SET comments.Clause = [comments plus heading lookup].headings.Clause
WHERE (((comments.LB)=[LB?]) And (((comments.Clause) Is Null) Or (Len(comments.Clause)=0)) And (([comments plus heading lookup].headings.Clause) Is Not Null));


UPDATE comments INNER JOIN oldcomments AS updates ON comments.CID=updates.CID
SET comments.Page = updates.Page, comments.Line = updates.Line, comments.Clause = updates.Clause, comments.[Duplicate of CID] = updates.[Duplicate of CID], comments.[Resn Status] = updates.[Resn Status], comments.[Resn Status Updated By] = updates.[Resn Status Updated By], comments.Assignee = updates.assignee, comments.Submission = updates.submission, comments.[Motion Number] = updates.[Motion Number], comments.Resolution = updates.Resolution, comments.[Owning Ad-hoc] = updates.[Owning Ad-hoc], comments.[Comment Group] = updates.[Comment Group], comments.[Ad-hoc Status] = updates.[Ad-hoc Status], comments.[Ad-hoc Notes] = updates.[Ad-hoc Notes], comments.[Edit Status] = updates.[edit status], comments.[Edit Notes] = updates.[Edit Notes], comments.[Edited in Draft] = updates.[Edited in draft], comments.[Last Updated] = updates.[Last Updated], comments.[Last Updated or Imported] = utc_now(), comments.[Last Updated By] = updates.[Last Updated By], comments.CommenterStatus = updates.CommenterStatus, comments.DateCommenterResponse = updates.DateCommenterResponse, comments.CommenterResponseToResolution = updates.CommenterResponseToResolution
WHERE comments.[Last Updated]<updates.[Last Updated];


UPDATE comments INNER JOIN updates ON comments.CID=updates.CID
SET comments.Page = updates.Page, comments.Line = updates.Line, comments.Clause = updates.Clause, comments.[Duplicate of CID] = updates.[Duplicate of CID], comments.[Resn Status] = updates.[Resn Status], comments.[Resn Status Updated By] = updates.[Resn Status Updated By], comments.Assignee = updates.assignee, comments.Submission = updates.submission, comments.[Motion Number] = updates.[Motion Number], comments.Resolution = updates.Resolution, comments.[Owning Ad-hoc] = updates.[Owning Ad-hoc], comments.[Comment Group] = updates.[Comment Group], comments.[Ad-hoc Status] = updates.[Ad-hoc Status], comments.[Ad-hoc Notes] = updates.[Ad-hoc Notes], comments.[Edit Status] = updates.[edit status], comments.[Edit Notes] = updates.[Edit Notes], comments.[Edited in Draft] = updates.[Edited in draft], comments.[Last Updated] = updates.[Last Updated], comments.[Last Updated or Imported] = utc_now(), comments.[Last Updated By] = updates.[Last Updated By], comments.CommenterStatus = updates.CommenterStatus, comments.DateCommenterResponse = updates.DateCommenterResponse, comments.CommenterResponseToResolution = updates.CommenterResponseToResolution
WHERE (((updates.ID) In (select ID from [latest update ids])));


UPDATE comments INNER JOIN updates ON comments.CID=updates.CID
SET comments.[Resn Status] = updates.[Resn Status], comments.Resolution = updates.Resolution, comments.[Last Updated] = utc_now(), comments.[Last Updated By] = getAdhoc(), comments.[Resn Status Updated By] = getAdhoc(), comments.[Last Updated or Imported] = utc_now()
WHERE (updates.[Import?]=True);


UPDATE comments INNER JOIN headings ON (comments.Draft=headings.Draft) AND (comments.Clause=headings.Clause)
SET comments.Page = headings.Page, comments.Line = headings.Line
WHERE (((comments.Page) Is Null)) And comments.LB=[Ballot?];


UPDATE comments
SET [Part of No Vote] = "N"
WHERE [Part of No Vote]="No";


UPDATE comments
SET [Part of No Vote] = "Y"
WHERE [Part of No Vote]="Yes";


UPDATE comments INNER JOIN updates ON comments.CID=updates.CID
SET comments.[Edit Status] = updates.[Edit Status], comments.[Edit Notes] = updates.[Edit Notes], comments.[Last Updated] = utc_now(), comments.[Last Updated By] = getAdhoc(), comments.[Last Updated or Imported] = utc_now()
WHERE (updates.[Import?]=True);


UPDATE globals, oldglobals
SET globals.adhoc = oldglobals.adhoc, globals.[last update sent] = oldglobals.[last update sent], globals.[font size] = oldglobals.[font size], globals.[filter name] = oldglobals.[filter name];


UPDATE headings
SET Clause = Right(Clause,Len(Clause)-6)
WHERE clause like "Annex *";


UPDATE headings
SET Clause = left(Clause,Len(Clause)-1)
WHERE Clause like '*.';


UPDATE headings
SET hasChildren = iif( DCOUNT("Clause","headings","headings.Draft=" +str(headings.draft) + " and headings.clause like '" + headings.clause + ".*'") > 0, true, false);


UPDATE [join FullHeadings] INNER JOIN headings ON ([join FullHeadings].FullHeadings_1.Draft=headings.Draft) AND ([join FullHeadings].FullHeadings_1.Clause=headings.Clause)
SET headings.Topic = [join FullHeadings].FullHeadings.Topic
WHERE (((headings.Topic) Is Null));


UPDATE headings INNER JOIN NewHeadings ON headings.Clause=NewHeadings.Clause
SET headings.topic = NewHeadings.topic
WHERE (((headings.Draft)=DMAX("draft","headings")));


UPDATE Comments AS duplicate INNER JOIN Comments AS original ON duplicate.[Duplicate of CID]=original.CID
SET duplicate.[Last Updated] = utc_now(), duplicate.[Last Updated or Imported] = utc_now(), duplicate.[Last Updated By] = getAdhoc(), duplicate.[Edit Status] = original.[Edit Status], duplicate.[Edit Notes] = 'See edit notes for CID '+str(original.cid)+IIf(isnull(original.[Edit Notes]),"",original.[Edit Notes])
WHERE (   (duplicate.[Owning Ad-hoc]=getAdhoc())   or   (duplicate.[Owning Ad-hoc] is null) );


UPDATE Comments AS duplicate INNER JOIN Comments AS original ON duplicate.[Duplicate of CID]=original.CID
SET duplicate.[Resn Status] = original.[Resn Status], duplicate.Resolution = original.Resolution, duplicate.[Last Updated] = utc_now(), duplicate.[Last Updated or Imported] = utc_now(), duplicate.[Last Updated By] = getAdhoc(), duplicate.[Owning Ad-hoc] = getAdhoc()
WHERE (

  (eq([duplicate].[Resn Status],[original].[Resn Status])=0)

  or

  (eq([duplicate].[Resolution],[original].[Resolution])=0)

)

and

(

  (duplicate.[Owning Ad-hoc]=getAdhoc())

  or

  (duplicate.[Owning Ad-hoc] is null)

);


UPDATE Comments AS duplicate INNER JOIN Comments AS original ON duplicate.[Duplicate of CID]=original.CID
SET duplicate.[Motion Number] = original.[Motion Number]
WHERE (

  (duplicate.[Owning Ad-hoc]=getAdhoc())

  or

  (duplicate.[Owning Ad-hoc] is null)

)

and not isnull(original.[Motion Number]);


UPDATE comments INNER JOIN updates ON comments.CID=updates.CID
SET comments.CommenterStatus = updates.CommenterStatus, comments.CommenterResponseToResolution = updates.CommenterResponseToResolution, comments.DateCommenterResponse = utc_now(), comments.[Last Updated] = utc_now(), comments.[Last Updated By] = getAdhoc(), comments.[Last Updated or Imported] = utc_now()
WHERE (updates.[Import?]=True);


INSERT INTO updates
SELECT CID AS CID, [Commenter Response (Enter S or U)] AS CommenterStatus
FROM CommenterResponse
WHERE CID>0;


SELECT updates.ID, updates.CID, updates.Page, updates.Line, updates.Clause, updates.[Duplicate of CID], updates.[Resn Status], updates.[Resn Status Updated By], updates.Assignee, updates.Submission, updates.[Motion Number], updates.Comment, updates.[Proposed Change], updates.Resolution, updates.[Owning Ad-hoc], updates.[Comment Group], updates.[Ad-hoc Status], updates.[Ad-hoc Notes], updates.[Edit Status], updates.[Edit Notes], updates.[Edited in draft], updates.[Last Updated], updates.[Last Updated By], updates.[Import?], IIf(IIf(updates.[Last Updated By] Is Null,"",updates.[Last Updated By])<>IIf(updates.[Owning Ad-hoc] Is Null,"",updates.[Owning Ad-hoc]),1,0) AS Transfer
FROM updates;


UPDATE Comments AS duplicate INNER JOIN Comments AS original ON duplicate.[Duplicate of CID]=original.CID
SET duplicate.[Last Updated] = utc_now(), duplicate.[Last Updated or Imported] = utc_now(), duplicate.[Last Updated By] = getAdhoc(), duplicate.[Edit Status] = 'EN', duplicate.[Edit Notes] = NULL
WHERE (  

 (duplicate.[Owning Ad-hoc]=getAdhoc())   or   (duplicate.[Owning Ad-hoc] is null) )

and original.[resn status]  in ('R', 'W');


SELECT updates.ID, updates.CID, updates.[Last Updated], comments.[Last Updated], updates.[Last Updated By], comments.[Last Updated By]
FROM updates INNER JOIN comments ON updates.CID=comments.CID
WHERE (((updates.[Last Updated])>(comments.[Last Updated])));






APS BCD Comment Transfer Capsule.mdb

			CID			LB			Draft			Commenter			Vote			Clause Number(C)			Page(C)			Line(C)			Type of Comment			Part of No Vote			Page			Line			Clause			Duplicate of CID			Resn Status			Resn Status Updated By			Assignee			Submission			Comment			Proposed Change			Resolution			Owning Ad-hoc			Comment Group			Ad-hoc Status			Ad-hoc Notes			Motion Number			Edit Status			Edit Notes			Edited in Draft			Last Updated			Last Updated By			Last Updated or Imported			Selected			CommenterStatus			DateCommenterResponse			CommenterResponseToResolution





INSERT INTO localComments (CID, LB, Draft, Commenter, Vote, [Clause Number(C)], [Page(C)], [Line(C)], [Type of Comment], [Part of No Vote], Page, Line, Clause, [Duplicate of CID], [Resn Status], [Resn Status Updated By], Assignee, Submission, Comment, [Proposed Change], Resolution, [Owning Ad-hoc], [Comment Group], [Ad-hoc Status], [Ad-hoc Notes], [Motion Number], [Edit Status], [Edit Notes], [Edited in Draft], [Last Updated], [Last Updated By], [Last Updated or Imported], Selected, CommenterStatus, DateCommenterResponse, CommenterResponseToResolution)
SELECT comments.CID, comments.LB, comments.Draft, comments.Commenter, comments.Vote, comments.[Clause Number(C)], comments.[Page(C)], comments.[Line(C)], comments.[Type of Comment], comments.[Part of No Vote], comments.Page, comments.Line, comments.Clause, comments.[Duplicate of CID], comments.[Resn Status], comments.[Resn Status Updated By], comments.Assignee, comments.Submission, comments.Comment, comments.[Proposed Change], comments.Resolution, comments.[Owning Ad-hoc], comments.[Comment Group], comments.[Ad-hoc Status], comments.[Ad-hoc Notes], comments.[Motion Number], comments.[Edit Status], comments.[Edit Notes], comments.[Edited in Draft], comments.[Last Updated], comments.[Last Updated By], comments.[Last Updated or Imported], comments.Selected, comments.CommenterStatus, comments.DateCommenterResponse, comments.CommenterResponseToResolution
FROM comments
WHERE (((comments.LB)=[forms]![main]![Ballot]))

and comments.CID not in (select CID from localcomments);


INSERT INTO comments (CID, LB, Draft, Commenter, Vote, [Clause Number(C)], [Page(C)], [Line(C)], [Type of Comment], [Part of No Vote], Page, Line, Clause, [Duplicate of CID], [Resn Status], [Resn Status Updated By], Assignee, Submission, Comment, [Proposed Change], Resolution, [Owning Ad-hoc], [Comment Group], [Ad-hoc Status], [Ad-hoc Notes], [Motion Number], [Edit Status], [Edit Notes], [Edited in Draft], [Last Updated], [Last Updated By], [Last Updated or Imported], Selected, CommenterStatus, DateCommenterResponse, CommenterResponseToResolution)
SELECT localComments.CID, localComments.LB, localComments.Draft, localComments.Commenter, localComments.Vote, localComments.[Clause Number(C)], localComments.[Page(C)], localComments.[Line(C)], localComments.[Type of Comment], localComments.[Part of No Vote], localComments.Page, localComments.Line, localComments.Clause, localComments.[Duplicate of CID], localComments.[Resn Status], localComments.[Resn Status Updated By], localComments.Assignee, localComments.Submission, localComments.Comment, localComments.[Proposed Change], localComments.Resolution, localComments.[Owning Ad-hoc], localComments.[Comment Group], localComments.[Ad-hoc Status], localComments.[Ad-hoc Notes], localComments.[Motion Number], localComments.[Edit Status], localComments.[Edit Notes], localComments.[Edited in Draft], localComments.[Last Updated], localComments.[Last Updated By], localComments.[Last Updated or Imported], localComments.Selected, localComments.CommenterStatus, localComments.DateCommenterResponse, localComments.CommenterResponseToResolution
FROM localComments
WHERE localComments.CID not in (select CID from comments);


SELECT localComments.CID
FROM localComments
WHERE CID not in (select CID from comments);
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			9			Clause 			Page No.			Line No.			Comment Type (E or T)			Part of No Vote? (Y or N)			Comment / Explanation			Recommended Change			


			10			7.2.3			23-30			56-20			T			N			The definition of the management frames of such a complex concept as a WLAN mesh network contains very likely some flaws that will have an impact on the functionality and proper working of the WLAN mesh network.			Check the definition of management frames thoroughly. Consider dependencies between the different subconcepts of 11s. 			


			11			7.3.2			36-65			1-32			T			N			The definition of information elements of such a complex concept as a WLAN mesh network contains very likely some flaws that will have an impact on the functionality and proper working of the WLAN mesh network.			Check the definition of information elements thoroughly. Consider dependencies between the different subconcepts of 11s. Check for inconsistencies between clause 7.3.2 and the corresponding clauses that contains the procedural description.			


			12			7.4			65-82			37-14			T			N			The definition of action frames of such a complex concept as a WLAN mesh network contains very likely some flaws that will have an impact on the functionality and proper working of the WLAN mesh network.			Check the definition of the action frames thoroughly. Consider dependencies between the different subconcepts of 11s. Check for inconsistencies between clause 7.4 and the corresponding clauses, especially 11C. Also make sure that the definition of the dif			


			13			9.9a			111-118			33-65			T			N			The section on MCCA improved since the last letter ballot. However, since MCCA is a rather complex mechanism, it is still very likely that this section contains errors and flaws that impact proper working and functionality.			Check the definition of MCCA thoroughly. Focus is on proper and practical-efficient working of the mechanism in a distributed environment of a wireless mesh network. Also do not forget that MCCA has dependencies on other mechanisms of 11s, especially time			


			14			10.3			121-161			4-36			T			N			The MLME SAP interfaces look much more complete than in previous versions. However, the list of MLME SAP interfaces leaves the impression that it is unbalanced and that it is rather likely that something is missing or should be arranged in a better partit			Check the definition of the MLME SAP interfaces. Look at completeness and on reducing to the minimum amount of MLME SAP interfaces. Check whether the description of the MLME SAP interfaces is correct and complete, and that it actually supports the mechani			


			15			11.9			163-167			62-65			T			N			The channel switching in a WLAN mesh network is not so easy as in an infrastructure network. Therefore, it is very likely that the described mechanism will still have problems in a distributed wireless mesh environment. 			Check the definition of the channel switch procedures. Look at completeness and proper working and functionality in a WLAN mesh environment. Check against the requirments for the channel switch.			


			16			11.9a			168			1-43			T			N			The channel switching in a WLAN mesh network is not so easy as in an infrastructure network. Therefore, it is very likely that the described mechanism will still have problems in a distributed wireless mesh environment. 			Check the definition of the channel switch procedures. Look at completeness and proper working and functionality in a WLAN mesh environment. Check against the requirments for the channel switch.			


			17			11C.2			172-174			19-65			T			N			The clause on the mesh discovery improved a lot compared with previous sections. It is much more formalized and algorithmic now. However, the mesh discovery process is a complex process, especially with checking and matching of all the required and option			Check the clause on mesh discovery thoroughly. Look especially for proper algorithmic processing during the mesh discovery process. There must not be any uncertainties on how to proceed at any point during the mesh discovery process. Furthermore, check th			


			18			11C.3-11C.5			175-200			1-47			T			N			The clauses on mesh peering are very important since they decide whether a mesh STA can successfully connect to a mesh BSS. However, it might be still possible that there are some flaws despite the conscious work on these clauses so far.			Check the clauses on mesh peering thoroughly for correct behaviour.			


			19			11C.7			203-211			58-16			T			N			The section on the mesh path selection and forwarding received a lot of changes, and it can be doubted that all flaws are removed by this. The clause will have been improved, but a thorough check is needed. Especially the subclauses on addressing have ver			Check the clause on mesh path selection and addressing thoroughly for correct definitions, descriptions, correct behaviour and completeness. Especially the subclauses on frame addressing need to be checked thoroughly. Furthermore, all the possible cases f			


			20			11C.8			211-217			18-57			T			N			The clause on interworking received several changes during the last comment resolution. It has improved, but it has to be checked whether all flaws and inconsistencies have been resolved.			Check the clause on interworking thoroughly. Check whether the term "gate" doesn't sound to silly when reading the text.			


			21			11C.10			219-250			4-23			T			N			The clause on the hybrid wireless mesh protocol (HWMP) improved a lot compared to version 4.0. However, it is very likely that during the last comment resolutions some improvements have not been done throughout the complete clause, meaning, that the impro			Check the clause on HWMP thoroughly for completeness, consistency and correctness. Also check that the changes from the last round have been implemented consistently and look out for missed changes or necessary follow up changes.			


			22			11C.12			251-257			8-65			T			N			The clause on synchronization and beaconing changed a lot. In general, it is an improvement in the description and definition. However, it is very likely that there are still errors and flaws in the definition of the procedures for synchronization and bea			Check the clause on synchronization and beaconing thoroughly for correctness, completeness, and efficient working without any deadlock or wrong results. Do these checks with all the mechanisms in mind that rely on synchronization and beaconing, especially			


			23			11C.12			251-257			8-65			T			N			The current procedure for changing the TBTT by adjusting the TSF might not be a good choice in a distributed mesh network.			Consider a different mechanism than TSF adjustment for changing the TBTT.			


			24			11C.13			258-265			1-65			T			N			The clause on power save received some improvements during the last comment resolution. However, it is still likely that there are some errors or flaws in the specification of the power save mechanisms because it is a rather complex mechanism with depende			Check the specification of power save thoroughly for correctness, completeness and that it works together with the other mechanisms of 11s, especially synchronization and beaconing, MCCA and path selection.			


			25			A			266-276			1-45			T			N			It is very likely that the PICS proforma is not complete.			Check for completeness.			


			26			D			277-296			1-21			T			N			It is very likely that the ASN.1 encoding for MBSS is not complete.			Check for completeness.			


			27			7.2.3.1			25			45-48			T			N			The configuration of the Gate Protocol and the inclusion of GANNs into beacons are broken.			Needs to be fixed.			


			28			7.4.14			67-72			7-42			T			N			There is some mismatch between the "security level" of Action frames and the category of action frames. 
Self Protected is defined as a category in 7.4.14, but it is in fact a "security level" that would be between Public Action frames and Robust Action f			make the specification of self-protection similar to Public and Robust action frames.
Rename category to Mesh Peering.
I will try to make a strong enough case that a self-protected action frame is a new security level.			


			29			7.2.3.1			25			22-23			T			N			The Mesh Coordination Function which is used if dot11MeshActivated is set to true, uses EDCA. Just being able to use the standard EDCA parameter set restricts the applicability of 11s: new foci of operation of WLAN such as energy efficiency benefit from a			Remove last sentence from row 23 (the 11s addition).			


			30			5.2.9			6			51-58			T			N			There are several clauses and paragraphs in different places of the 11s draft D5.0, that provide adaptions of mesh functionality to 11n (High Throughput STAs). However, it seems that it is likely that something has been missed, because 11n is an 802.11 am			Check whether the adaption of 11n functionality to 11s mesh functionality is sufficient. Fill gaps if necessary. Just defining one peer as the AP looks intriguing, but only pushes the problem to some other place - the AP selection protocol …			


			31			5.2.9			6			51-58			T			N			There are several clauses and paragraphs in different places of the 11s draft D5.0, that provide adaptions of mesh functionality to 11n (High Throughput STAs). It is not clear how the MBSS (or the mesh functionality) might have access to the 11n-PHY varia			Make it possible that the MBSS (or the mesh functionality) will be able to access the 11n-PHY variables and that it can control them if desired.			


			32			7.3.2.104.1			51			15-16			T			N			This sentence is not completely clear: "The mesh STA transmitting the MCCA Setup Request element is the MCCAOP owner of the MCCAOPs scheduled in this reservation setup." It is a request to schedule some reservations, but they are not setup yet.			change to: "The mesh STA transmitting the MCCA Setup Request element is the MCCAOP owner of the MCCAOPs that will be scheduled with this reservation setup request."			


			33			7.3.2.104.1			51			44-45			T			N			"... is transmitted in individually addressed frames to each of the intended responders or in a group addressed frame." A frame is either a broadcast or a unicast. If it is a broadcast, it might be possible to perform it by multiple unicasts. But this is 			delete from sentence: "in individually addressed frames to each of the intended responders or". A note specifying what has to be done in order to perform a broadcast by multiple unicast might be added at an appropriate place (management frame addressing?)			


			34			7.3.2.104.1			51			45			T			N			Value 255 is not reserved.			Remove from sentence: "is reserved and"			


			35			7.3.2.104.2			52			8-12			T			N			2^16 * 32 µs of offset will leave a "hole" in the DTIM interval, i.e., the offset cannot address every valid MCCAOP reservation. An example would be a reservation right at the end of the longest possible DTIM interval with periodicity of 1.			Check the timings and make sure that the offset can cover the whole DTIM interval.			


			36			7.3.2.104.1			51			42, 44			T			N			"… and the Setup Request is transmitted …" is either the MCCAOP Setup Request element or just a setup request.			Either say "… and the setup request is transmitted …" or "… and the MCCAOP Setup Request is transmitted …"			


			37			7.3.2.108			55			48-49			T			N			"mesh STA collocated with a mesh gate" would require two mesh stations. According to the definition is a mesh gate a mesh station that has access to the distribution system. So, no collocation, and only one mesh STA :-)			Delete "a mesh STA collocated with". Replace "mesh STA collocated with a mesh gate" with "mesh gate" throughout the whole draft D5.0.			


			38			7.3.2.108			55			52-53			T			N			The transmission of the GANN in the Beacon is an option only (see also 7.2.3)			Change paragraph into: "The GANN element is transmitted in a Mesh Interworking Action frame (see 7.4.17 (Mesh Interworking Action frame details)) or may be transmitted in a Beacon frame (see 7.2.3 (…))."			


			39			7.3.2.108			56			4			T			N			It should be defined somewhere else at a central location what reserved means.			Remove "It is set to 0." Check whether the central definition of reserved is true in 802.11-2007			


			40			7.3.2.108			56			21			E			N			The reference is too broad.			Change reference to 11C.8.2			


			41			7.3.2.109			56			31-32			T			N			The transmission of the RANN in the Beacon is an option only (see also 7.2.3)			Change paragraph into: "The RANN element is transmitted in a Mesh Path Selection Action frame (see 7.4.16 (...)) or may be transmitted in a Beacon frame (see 7.2.3 (…))."			


			42			7.3.2.109			57			23-24			T			N			The Interval of the GANN is 2^16 s and the Interval of the RANN is 2^32 TUs. Shouldn't the G/RANN intervals be more alligned?			Align the GANN and RANN interval.			


			43			7.3.2.110			57			36-38			T			N			The case for the optional path maintenance is missing.			Add "path maintenance (optional)," before "building" on line 36.			


			44			7.3.2.110			58			33			T			N			Bit 2 needs more explanatory text.			Write the explanatory text.			


			45			7.3.2.110			58			65			E			N			missing space in "tor.This"			add space			


			46			7.3.2.111			60			1-6			E			N			"Element Time to Live" is a long text.			Replace "Element Time to Live" with "Element TTL" throughout the draft, and only use this shorter form of "Element TTL".			


			47			7.3.2.112			61			48			T			N			"Destination External Address" is not listed			Insert "Destination External Address," after "HWMP Sequence Number,".			


			48			7.3.2.112			62			1-2			T			N			RC flag should be used to indicate existence of Reason Code field (would save 2 octets in some cases).			Change paragraph into "Bit 1 Reason Code (RC): The RC subfield indicates the existence of the Reason Code field. It is set to 1 if the Reason Code field exists, and set to 0 otherwise." Implement concept throughout the draft.			


			49			7.3.2.112			62			16-18			T			N			Leftover USN bit, which has been deleted.			Change paragraph into "The HWMP Sequence Number field is coded as an unsigned integer and indicates the HWMP sequence number for the  invalidated destination, if applicable. Otherwise, the HWMP Sequence Number field is reserved depending on the reason cod			


			50			7.4.16.1			73			62			E			N			"Mesh Path Selection" should be lower case			mesh path selection			


			51			7.4.16.2			74			27			E			N			article missing			… one or more of the elements …			


			52			9.9a.3.1			112			21			T			N			"share a DTIM interval of common duration" Is this really necessary? If yes, how it is ensured?			remove sentence "Mesh STAs that use MCCA share a DTIM interval of common duration."			


			53			9.9a.3.1			112			25,27			E			N			A frame is dead.			change "whose" into "those"			


			54			9.9a.3.1			112			25			E			N			grammar			change "is set to individually address" into "is set to an individual address"			


			55			9.9a.3.1			112			25			E			N			grammar (mixture of the and a)			Change "the frame" into "a frame"			


			56			9.9a.3.1			112			29			E			N			grammar			remove comma			


			57			9.9a.3.2			112			30-45			T			N			needs more flesh			provide more flesh			


			58			9.9a.3.2			112			33-37			T			N			belongs to MLME-SAP description (effect of receipt), clause 10.3.78			Move paragraph to the end of clause 10.3.78.1.4			


			59			9.9a.3.3			112			62			T			N			The schedule defines the reservations but does not signal them. It's only used for the description during signalling.			change "is signaled" into "is defined"			


			60			9.9a.3.3			112-113			65-2			T			N			The starting point of the schedule is wrong. It is after the next DTIM beacon. Tear Down is not complete: What happens if the Responder "disappears"?			New last sentence: "This series is started after the next DTIM Beacon after the successful completion of the MCCAOP setup procedure and terminated when the MCCAOP Reservation is torn down."			


			61			9.9a.3.3			113			24			E			N			In Figure s50, the division sign is difficult to recognize.			Use / instead of ¸, or maybe proper rational expression?			


			62			9.9a.3.3			113			56-57			T			N			Definition of value 255 is not really correct. Reference missing.			change "to identify an MCCAOP reservation" into "to identify a specific MCCAOP reservation". Add reference pointing to the MCCAOP Reservation Teardown frames. 			
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SELECT DISTINCTROW *
FROM commenters;


SELECT DISTINCTROW *
FROM comments;


SELECT DISTINCTROW *
FROM comments;


SELECT DISTINCTROW *
FROM comments;


SELECT DISTINCTROW *
FROM comments;


INSERT INTO comments (Subclause, Page, Line, CommentType, Comment, SuggestedRemedy, CommenterName, CommenterCo)
SELECT [convert comment to comments format].Subclause, [convert comment to comments format].Page, [convert comment to comments format].Line, [convert comment to comments format].CommentType, [convert comment to comments format].Comment, [convert comment to comments format].SuggestedRemedy, [convert comment to comments format].CommenterName, [convert comment to comments format].CommenterCo
FROM [convert comment to comments format];


SELECT comments.CommentType, commentsInResolution.[Type of Comment], commentsInResolution.*
FROM comments INNER JOIN commentsInResolution ON comments.CommentID = commentsInResolution.CID
WHERE comments.CommentType <>  commentsInResolution.[Type of Comment];


SELECT members.MemberID, votes.BallotID, votes.Vote, members.LastName, members.FirstName, members.LastName+", "+members.FirstName AS Name
FROM members INNER JOIN votes ON members.MemberID=votes.MemberID
WHERE (((votes.BallotID)=[BallotID?]));


SELECT commenters.Name, [voters Query].name AS Expr1
FROM [voters Query], commenters;


SELECT commenters.Name, commenters.[Number of comments]
FROM commenters LEFT JOIN [comments plus ForwardName] ON commenters.Name = [comments plus ForwardName].ForwardName
WHERE ((([comments plus ForwardName].ID) Is Null));


SELECT comments.ID, comments.CommentID, comments.CommenterName, name_reverse(comments.CommenterName) AS ForwardName, comments.CommenterCo, comments.Subclause, comments.Page, comments.Line, comments.CommentType, comments.Comment, comments.SuggestedRemedy, comments.Response, comments.CommenterSubclause, comments.CommenterPage, comments.CommenterLine, comments.CommenterCommentType, comments.PSLcopied, comments.DuplicateOfID, comments.Hash
FROM comments;


SELECT comments.*, lastVotes.BallotID, lastVotes.CVote
FROM comments LEFT JOIN lastVotes ON comments.CommenterName=lastVotes.name;


SELECT comments.CommentID, comments.CommenterName, comments.Subclause, comments.Page, comments.Line, comments.CommenterCommentType, comments.CommentType, comments.Comment, comments.SuggestedRemedy
FROM comments
WHERE (((comments.CommenterCommentType)<>[comments].[CommentType]));


SELECT Count(comments.CommentID) AS Count, apsComments.CID
FROM comments LEFT JOIN apsComments ON comments.CommentID = apsComments.CID
GROUP BY apsComments.CID
HAVING (((apsComments.CID) Is Null));


SELECT comment.F1 AS Subclause, comment.F2 AS Page, comment.F3 AS Line, getCommentType(comment.F4,comment.F5) AS CommentType, comment.F6 AS Comment, comment.F7 AS SuggestedRemedy, comment.CommenterName, comment.CommenterCo
FROM comment;


SELECT [count of comments by ForwardName].ForwardName, [count of comments by ForwardName].CountOfID, commenters.[Number of comments]
FROM [count of comments by ForwardName] LEFT JOIN commenters ON [count of comments by ForwardName].ForwardName=commenters.Name
WHERE eq([count of comments by ForwardName].CountOfID,commenters.[Number of comments])=0;


SELECT [comments plus ForwardName].ForwardName, Count([comments plus ForwardName].ID) AS CountOfID
FROM [comments plus ForwardName]
GROUP BY [comments plus ForwardName].ForwardName;


SELECT commenters.ID, commenters.Name, commenters.[Balloter ID], commenters.Organization, commenters.[E-Mail], commenters.Phone, commenters.FAX, commenters.[Comment Type], commenters.Vote, commenters.[Number of comments]
FROM commenters;


SELECT comments.CommentID, comments.CommenterName, comments.CommenterCo, comments.Subclause, comments.Page, comments.Line, comments.CommentType, comments.Comment, comments.SuggestedRemedy, comments.Response
FROM comments
ORDER BY comments.CommentID;


SELECT comments.CommentID, comments.CommenterName, comments.CommenterCo, comments.CommenterSubclause, comments.CommenterPage, comments.CommenterLine, comments.CommenterCommentType, comments.Subclause, comments.Page, comments.Line, comments.CommentType, comments.Comment, comments.SuggestedRemedy, comments.Response, original.CommentID AS DuplicateOfCID, IIf(eq(comments.CommenterSubclause,comments.Subclause) And eq(comments.CommenterPage,comments.Page) And eq(comments.CommenterLine,comments.Line) And eq(comments.CommenterCommentType,comments.CommentType),"","Yes") AS [Edited?]
FROM comments LEFT JOIN comments AS original ON comments.DuplicateOfID=original.ID
ORDER BY comments.CommentID;


INSERT INTO apsComments (CID, Commenter, Clause, Page, Line, [Type of Comment], [Part of No Vote], Comment, [Proposed Change], [Clause Number(C)], [Page(C)], [Line(C)], [Duplicate of CID], LB, Draft)
SELECT comments.CommentID, comments.CommenterName, comments.Subclause, comments.Page, comments.Line, getTypeOfComment(comments.CommentType) AS Expr1, getPartOfNoVote(comments.CommentType) AS Expr2, comments.Comment, comments.SuggestedRemedy, comments.CommenterSubclause, comments.CommenterPage, comments.CommenterLine, comments_1.CommentID, [forms]![ExportToDatabase]![LB] AS LB, [forms]![ExportToDatabase]![Draft] AS Draft
FROM comments LEFT JOIN comments AS comments_1 ON comments.DuplicateOfID = comments_1.ID
WHERE (((comments.CommentID) Not In (select CID from apsComments)));


INSERT INTO comments (CommentID, CommenterName, CommenterCo, Subclause, Page, Line, CommentType, Comment, SuggestedRemedy, Response, CommenterPage, CommenterLine, CommenterCommentType)
SELECT importmergedcomments.CommentID, importmergedcomments.CommenterName, importmergedcomments.CommenterCo, importmergedcomments.Subclause, importmergedcomments.Page, importmergedcomments.Line, importmergedcomments.CommentType, importmergedcomments.Comment, importmergedcomments.SuggestedRemedy, importmergedcomments.Response, importmergedcomments.CommenterPage, importmergedcomments.CommenterLine, importmergedcomments.CommenterCommentType
FROM importmergedcomments;


INSERT INTO comments (CommentID, CommenterName, CommenterCo, Subclause, Page, Line, CommentType, Comment, SuggestedRemedy, Response)
SELECT importmergedcomments.CommentID AS Expr1, importmergedcomments.CommenterName AS Expr2, importmergedcomments.CommenterCo AS Expr3, importmergedcomments.Subclause AS Expr5, importmergedcomments.Page AS Expr6, importmergedcomments.Line AS Expr7, importmergedcomments.CommentType AS Expr8, importmergedcomments.Comment AS Expr9, importmergedcomments.SuggestedRemedy AS Expr10, importmergedcomments.Response AS Expr11
FROM importmergedcomments;


SELECT comments.*
FROM comments
WHERE comments.ID  in (select ID from  [inconsistent PL and clause numbers]);


SELECT comments.ID, comments.CommentID, comments.CommenterName, comments.CommenterCo, comments.Subclause, comments.Page, comments.Line, comments.CommentType, comments.Comment, comments.SuggestedRemedy, comments.Response, comments.CommenterSubclause, comments.CommenterPage, comments.CommenterLine, comments.CommenterCommentType, comments.PSLcopied, comments.DuplicateOfID, comments.Hash, headings.Title, headings.[min PL], headings.[max PL]
FROM comments INNER JOIN headings ON comments.Subclause=headings.Clause
WHERE (getPL(comments.Page,comments.Line)<headings.[min PL]) Or (getPL(comments.Page,comments.Line)>(headings.[max PL]+0.01));


SELECT TOP 1 ballots.BallotID
FROM ballots
ORDER BY ballots.BallotID DESC;


SELECT members.LastName, members.FirstName, votes.CVote, lastBallot.BallotID, members.LastName+", "+members.FirstName AS name
FROM members INNER JOIN (lastBallot INNER JOIN votes ON lastBallot.BallotID=votes.BallotID) ON members.MemberID=votes.MemberID;


INSERT INTO comments (CommentID, CommenterName, CommenterCo, CommenterSubclause, CommenterPage, CommenterLine, CommenterCommentType, Subclause, Page, Line, CommentType, Comment, SuggestedRemedy, Response)
SELECT manualComments.CommentID, manualComments.CommenterName, manualComments.CommenterCo, manualComments.CommenterSubclause, manualComments.CommenterPage, manualComments.CommenterLine, manualComments.CommenterCommentType, manualComments.Subclause, manualComments.Page, manualComments.Line, manualComments.CommentType, manualComments.Comment, manualComments.SuggestedRemedy, manualComments.Response
FROM manualComments;


SELECT comments.ID, duplicates.ID
FROM comments INNER JOIN comments AS duplicates ON comments.hash=duplicates.hash
WHERE (

(comments.ID<duplicates.ID) 

And eq(comments.CommenterSubclause,duplicates.CommenterSubclause) 

And eq(comments.CommenterPage,duplicates.CommenterPage)

And eq(comments.CommenterLine,duplicates.CommenterLine) 

And eq(comments.Comment,duplicates.Comment)

And eq(comments.SuggestedRemedy,duplicates.SuggestedRemedy)

);


SELECT [count of comments by ForwardName].ForwardName, commenters.Name, [count of comments by ForwardName].CountOfID, commenters.[Number of comments]
FROM [count of comments by ForwardName] RIGHT JOIN commenters ON [count of comments by ForwardName].ForwardName = commenters.Name
WHERE (((eq([count of comments by ForwardName].[CountOfID],[commenters].[Number of comments]))=0));


SELECT headings.Clause, comments.*
FROM comments LEFT JOIN headings ON comments.Subclause=headings.Clause
WHERE (((headings.Clause) Is Null));


SELECT DISTINCT min(comments.ID) AS ID
FROM [matching cids]
GROUP BY duplicates.ID;


INSERT INTO duplicates (originalID, duplicateID)
SELECT [matching cids].comments.ID AS originalID, [matching cids].duplicates.ID AS duplicateID
FROM [original comments that are duplicated] INNER JOIN [matching cids] ON [original comments that are duplicated].ID=[matching cids].comments.ID;


SELECT comments.ID, comments.CommentID, comments.CommenterName, comments.CommenterCo, comments.Subclause, comments.Page, comments.Line, comments.CommentType, comments.Comment, comments.SuggestedRemedy, comments.Response, comments.CommenterSubclause, comments.CommenterPage, comments.CommenterLine, comments.CommenterCommentType, comments.PSLcopied, comments.DuplicateOfID
FROM comments
WHERE (((comments.Comment) Is Null) AND ((comments.SuggestedRemedy) Is Null));


UPDATE apsComments INNER JOIN comments ON apsComments.[Duplicate of CID] = comments.ID
SET apsComments.[Duplicate of CID] = comments.CommentID;


UPDATE comments
SET commenterName = [ToName?]
WHERE commenterName=[FromName?];


UPDATE comments
SET comments.CommenterSubclause = Subclause, comments.CommenterPage = Page, comments.CommenterLine = Line, comments.CommenterCommentType = CommentType, comments.PSLcopied = True
WHERE comments.PSLcopied=false;


UPDATE comments INNER JOIN duplicates ON comments.ID=duplicates.duplicateID
SET comments.duplicateOfID = duplicates.originalID;


UPDATE comments
SET Hash = hash(IIf(Comment Is Null,"",Comment)+IIf(SuggestedRemedy Is Null,"",SuggestedRemedy))
WHERE isnull(comments.hash);


UPDATE comments INNER JOIN headings ON comments.Subclause=headings.Clause
SET comments.Line = trim(str(int(headings.[min PL] * 100) - 100 * int(headings.[min PL])))
WHERE (comments.Line Is Null) and (trim(comments.Page) = trim(str(int(headings.[min PL]))));


UPDATE comments INNER JOIN headings ON comments.Subclause=headings.Clause
SET comments.Page = str(int(headings.[min PL]))
WHERE (((comments.Page) Is Null));


SELECT [commenters plus vote].BallotID, [commenters plus vote].Vote, [commenters plus vote].Name, [show summary of required comments].CountOfCommenterName
FROM [commenters plus vote] LEFT JOIN [show summary of required comments] ON [commenters plus vote].Name = [show summary of required comments].CommenterName
WHERE ((([commenters plus vote].Vote)="N"));


SELECT [commenters plus vote].BallotID, [commenters plus vote].Vote, [commenters plus vote].Name, [show summary of required comments].CountOfCommenterName
FROM [commenters plus vote] LEFT JOIN [show summary of required comments] ON [commenters plus vote].Name = [show summary of required comments].CommenterName
WHERE ((([commenters plus vote].Vote)="N"));


SELECT comments.CommenterName, Count(comments.CommenterName) AS CountOfCommenterName, [commenters plus vote].BallotID, [commenters plus vote].Vote
FROM comments LEFT JOIN [commenters plus vote] ON comments.CommenterName=[commenters plus vote].Name
WHERE (((comments.CommentType) Like "*R"))
GROUP BY comments.CommenterName, [commenters plus vote].BallotID, [commenters plus vote].Vote;


SELECT comments.CommenterName, Count(comments.ID) AS CountOfID, comments_1.CommenterName AS [Source Commenter]
FROM comments INNER JOIN comments AS comments_1 ON comments.DuplicateOfID = comments_1.ID
GROUP BY comments.CommenterName, comments_1.CommenterName;


UPDATE apsComments INNER JOIN comments ON apsComments.[Duplicate of CID] = comments.ID
SET apsComments.[Duplicate of CID] = comments.CommentID;


UPDATE comments
SET commentType = left(commentType,1)
WHERE comments.CommenterName = [Name?] and comments.CommentType like "*R";
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			1.1899700023E10			14-Apr-2011 20:30:47 EDT			651.0			Hunter, David			hunter@timefactor.com						Individual			449.0			Producer			Disapprove			TimeFactor			Editorial			1160.0			11.1.4			35.0			"can" may be a "may".						Yes			Replace "can" with "might".															


			1.1899600023E10			14-Apr-2011 20:30:47 EDT			650.0			Hunter, David			hunter@timefactor.com						Individual			448.0			Producer			Disapprove			TimeFactor			Technical			1159.0			11.1.3			45.0			"can" may be a "may".						Yes			Replace "can" with "may".															


			1.1899500023E10			14-Apr-2011 20:30:47 EDT			649.0			Hunter, David			hunter@timefactor.com						Individual			447.0			Producer			Disapprove			TimeFactor			Editorial			1157.0			10.24.8			1.0			Is this a PDFization glitch, or is there a reason for two blank pages?						No			Perhaps we are paid per page of output.															


			1.1899400023E10			14-Apr-2011 20:30:47 EDT			648.0			Hunter, David			hunter@timefactor.com						Individual			446.0			Producer			Disapprove			TimeFactor			Editorial			1155.0			10.24.8			30.0			"can" may be a "may".						Yes			Replace "can" with "might".															


			1.1899300023E10			14-Apr-2011 20:30:47 EDT			647.0			Hunter, David			hunter@timefactor.com						Individual			445.0			Producer			Disapprove			TimeFactor			Editorial			1155.0			10.24.8			29.0			"can" may be a "may".						Yes			Replace "can" with "is able to".															


			1.1899200023E10			14-Apr-2011 20:30:47 EDT			646.0			Hunter, David			hunter@timefactor.com						Individual			444.0			Producer			Disapprove			TimeFactor			Editorial			1155.0			10.24.8			28.0			"can" may be a "may".						Yes			Replace "can" with "might".															


			1.1899100023E10			14-Apr-2011 20:30:47 EDT			645.0			Hunter, David			hunter@timefactor.com						Individual			443.0			Producer			Disapprove			TimeFactor			Editorial			1155.0			10.24.8			16.0			"can" may be a "may".						Yes			Replace "can" with "might".															


			1.1899000023E10			14-Apr-2011 20:30:47 EDT			644.0			Hunter, David			hunter@timefactor.com						Individual			442.0			Producer			Disapprove			TimeFactor			Technical			1155.0			10.24.8			12.0			"can" may be a "may".						Yes			On lines 12 and 13 replace "can" with "may".															


			1.1898900023E10			14-Apr-2011 20:30:47 EDT			643.0			Hunter, David			hunter@timefactor.com						Individual			441.0			Producer			Disapprove			TimeFactor			Editorial			1155.0			10.24.8			10.0			"can" may be a "may".						Yes			Replace "can" with "might".															


			1.1898800023E10			14-Apr-2011 20:30:47 EDT			642.0			Hunter, David			hunter@timefactor.com						Individual			440.0			Producer			Disapprove			TimeFactor			Technical			1154.0			10.24.7			48.0			"can" may be a "may".						Yes			Replace "can" with "may".															


			1.1898700023E10			14-Apr-2011 20:30:47 EDT			641.0			Hunter, David			hunter@timefactor.com						Individual			439.0			Producer			Disapprove			TimeFactor			Editorial			1154.0			10.24.7			35.0			"can" may be a "may".						Yes			Replace "can download" with "downloads" and "can unambiguously" with "might unambiguously".															


			1.1898600023E10			14-Apr-2011 20:30:47 EDT			640.0			Hunter, David			hunter@timefactor.com						Individual			438.0			Producer			Disapprove			TimeFactor			Technical			1152.0			10.24.5.2			20.0			"can" may be a "may".						Yes			Replace "can" with "may".															


			1.1898500023E10			14-Apr-2011 20:30:47 EDT			639.0			Hunter, David			hunter@timefactor.com						Individual			437.0			Producer			Disapprove			TimeFactor			Technical			1152.0			10.24.5.2			12.0			"can" may be a "may".						Yes			Replace "can" with "may".															


			1.1898400023E10			14-Apr-2011 20:30:47 EDT			638.0			Hunter, David			hunter@timefactor.com						Individual			436.0			Producer			Disapprove			TimeFactor			Editorial			1151.0			10.24.5.1			56.0			"can" may be a "may".						Yes			Replace "can" with "might".															


			1.1898300023E10			14-Apr-2011 20:30:47 EDT			637.0			Hunter, David			hunter@timefactor.com						Individual			435.0			Producer			Disapprove			TimeFactor			Technical			1151.0			10.24.4			18.0			"can" may be a "may".						Yes			Replace "can" with "may".															


			1.1898200023E10			14-Apr-2011 20:30:47 EDT			636.0			Hunter, David			hunter@timefactor.com						Individual			434.0			Producer			Disapprove			TimeFactor			Technical			1150.0			10.24.3.2.7			39.0			"can" may be a "may".						Yes			On lines 39 and 42 replace "can" with "may".															


			1.1898100023E10			14-Apr-2011 20:30:47 EDT			635.0			Hunter, David			hunter@timefactor.com						Individual			433.0			Producer			Disapprove			TimeFactor			Editorial			1149.0			10.24.3.2.4			46.0			"can" may be a "may".						Yes			Replace "can" with "might".															


			1.1898000023E10			14-Apr-2011 20:30:47 EDT			634.0			Hunter, David			hunter@timefactor.com						Individual			432.0			Producer			Disapprove			TimeFactor			Editorial			1149.0			10.24.3.2.3			35.0			"can" may be a "may".						Yes			Replace "can" with "is able to".															


			1.1897900023E10			14-Apr-2011 20:30:47 EDT			633.0			Hunter, David			hunter@timefactor.com						Individual			431.0			Producer			Disapprove			TimeFactor			Editorial			1149.0			10.24.3.2.3			34.0			"can" may be a "may".						Yes			On lines 34 and 36 replace "can" with "might".															


			1.1897800023E10			14-Apr-2011 20:30:47 EDT			632.0			Hunter, David			hunter@timefactor.com						Individual			430.0			Producer			Disapprove			TimeFactor			Technical			1149.0			10.24.3.2.3			30.0			"can" may be a "may".						Yes			Replace "can" with "may".															


			1.1875600023E10			14-Apr-2011 20:30:47 EDT			410.0			Hunter, David			hunter@timefactor.com						Individual			208.0			Producer			Disapprove			TimeFactor			Editorial			686.0			8.4.2.73.3			20.0			Repeat of comment from a previous SB:  "will" is strongly discouraged in IEEE standards, and is not a mere prediction of the future here.						Yes			On line 20 replace "will be" with "are".  On line 25 replace "will send" with "sends". On line 27 replace "will continuously send" with "continuously sends".															


			1.1875500023E10			14-Apr-2011 20:30:47 EDT			409.0			Hunter, David			hunter@timefactor.com						Individual			207.0			Producer			Disapprove			TimeFactor			Editorial			685.0			8.4.2.73.2			62.0			"can" may be a "may".						Yes			Replace "can be" with is".															


			1.1875400023E10			14-Apr-2011 20:30:47 EDT			408.0			Hunter, David			hunter@timefactor.com						Individual			206.0			Producer			Disapprove			TimeFactor			Editorial			685.0			8.4.2.73.2			53.0			Repeat of comment from a previous SB:  "will" is strongly discouraged in IEEE standards, and is not a mere prediction of the future here.						Yes			Replace "will" with "does".															


			1.1875300023E10			14-Apr-2011 20:30:47 EDT			407.0			Hunter, David			hunter@timefactor.com						Individual			205.0			Producer			Disapprove			TimeFactor			Editorial			684.0			8.4.2.73.1			49.0			"can" may be a "may".						Yes			Replace "can" with "might".															


			1.1875200023E10			14-Apr-2011 20:30:47 EDT			406.0			Hunter, David			hunter@timefactor.com						Individual			204.0			Producer			Disapprove			TimeFactor			Editorial			680.0			8.4.2.71.5			35.0			"can" may be a "may".						Yes			Replace "can" with "might".															


			1.1875100023E10			14-Apr-2011 20:30:47 EDT			405.0			Hunter, David			hunter@timefactor.com						Individual			203.0			Producer			Disapprove			TimeFactor			Editorial			678.0			8.4.2.71.5			55.0			"can" may be a "may".						Yes			Replace "can" with "might".															


			1.1875000023E10			14-Apr-2011 20:30:47 EDT			404.0			Hunter, David			hunter@timefactor.com						Individual			202.0			Producer			Disapprove			TimeFactor			Technical			667.0			8.4.2.70.4			4.0			Association, not joining.						Yes			Replace "joined" with "associated with its first STA in".															


			1.1874900023E10			14-Apr-2011 20:30:47 EDT			403.0			Hunter, David			hunter@timefactor.com						Individual			201.0			Producer			Disapprove			TimeFactor			Editorial			653.0			8.4.2.66			39.0			Repeat of comment from a previous SB:  "will" is strongly discouraged in IEEE standards, and is not a mere prediction of the future here.						Yes			Replace "will wait" with "waits".															


			1.1874800023E10			14-Apr-2011 20:30:47 EDT			402.0			Hunter, David			hunter@timefactor.com						Individual			200.0			Producer			Disapprove			TimeFactor			Editorial			644.0			8.4.2.58.7			10.0			"can" may be a "may".						Yes			Replace "can" with "is able to" on lines 10, 13 and 19.															


			1.1874700023E10			14-Apr-2011 20:30:47 EDT			401.0			Hunter, David			hunter@timefactor.com						Individual			199.0			Producer			Disapprove			TimeFactor			Editorial			643.0			8.4.2.58.6			48.0			"can" may be a "may".						Yes			Replace "can" with "is able to" on lines 11 and 17.															


			1.1897700023E10			14-Apr-2011 20:30:47 EDT			631.0			Hunter, David			hunter@timefactor.com						Individual			429.0			Producer			Disapprove			TimeFactor			Technical			1149.0			10.24.3.2.3			17.0			"can" may be a "may".						Yes			Replace "can" with "may".															


			1.1897600023E10			14-Apr-2011 20:30:47 EDT			630.0			Hunter, David			hunter@timefactor.com						Individual			428.0			Producer			Disapprove			TimeFactor			Editorial			1134.0			10.23.11.3			3.0			"can" may be a "may".						Yes			Replace "can" with "could".															


			1.1897500023E10			14-Apr-2011 20:30:47 EDT			629.0			Hunter, David			hunter@timefactor.com						Individual			427.0			Producer			Disapprove			TimeFactor			Editorial			1134.0			10.23.11.3			1.0			"can" may be a "may".						Yes			Replace "can" with "might".															


			1.1897400023E10			14-Apr-2011 20:30:47 EDT			628.0			Hunter, David			hunter@timefactor.com						Individual			426.0			Producer			Disapprove			TimeFactor			Editorial			1133.0			10.23.11.1			2.0			"can" may be a "may".						Yes			Replace "can" with "might".															


			1.1897300023E10			14-Apr-2011 20:30:47 EDT			627.0			Hunter, David			hunter@timefactor.com						Individual			425.0			Producer			Disapprove			TimeFactor			Editorial			1132.0			10.23.11.1			62.0			"can" may be a "may".						Yes			On lines 62 and 63 replace "can" with "might".															


			1.1897200023E10			14-Apr-2011 20:30:47 EDT			626.0			Hunter, David			hunter@timefactor.com						Individual			424.0			Producer			Disapprove			TimeFactor			Editorial			1131.0			10.23.8			7.0			"can" may be a "may".						Yes			On lines 7 and 8 replace "can" with "might".															


			1.1897100023E10			14-Apr-2011 20:30:47 EDT			625.0			Hunter, David			hunter@timefactor.com						Individual			423.0			Producer			Disapprove			TimeFactor			Editorial			1130.0			10.23.8			62.0			"can" may be a "may".						Yes			Replace "can" with "might".															


			1.1897000023E10			14-Apr-2011 20:30:47 EDT			624.0			Hunter, David			hunter@timefactor.com						Individual			422.0			Producer			Disapprove			TimeFactor			Technical			1130.0			10.23.3			51.0			"can" may be a "may".						Yes			Replace "can" with "may".															


			1.1896900023E10			14-Apr-2011 20:30:47 EDT			623.0			Hunter, David			hunter@timefactor.com						Individual			421.0			Producer			Disapprove			TimeFactor			Editorial			1130.0			10.23.8			8.0			"can" may be a "may".						Yes			Replace "can" with "might".															


			1.1896800023E10			14-Apr-2011 20:30:47 EDT			622.0			Hunter, David			hunter@timefactor.com						Individual			420.0			Producer			Disapprove			TimeFactor			Technical			1127.0			10.23.6.3			64.0			"can" may be a "may".						Yes			Replace "can" with "may".															


			1.1896700023E10			14-Apr-2011 20:30:47 EDT			621.0			Hunter, David			hunter@timefactor.com						Individual			419.0			Producer			Disapprove			TimeFactor			Editorial			1126.0			10.23.6.1			18.0			"can" may be a "may".						Yes			Replace "can enable" with "enables".															


			1.1896600023E10			14-Apr-2011 20:30:47 EDT			620.0			Hunter, David			hunter@timefactor.com						Individual			418.0			Producer			Disapprove			TimeFactor			Editorial			1126.0			10.23.6.1			9.0			"can" may be a "may".						Yes			Replace "can be used to provide an alert to  the non-AP STA's user" with "in turn provides an alert to the non-AP STA's users".															


			1.1896500023E10			14-Apr-2011 20:30:47 EDT			619.0			Hunter, David			hunter@timefactor.com						Individual			417.0			Producer			Disapprove			TimeFactor			Editorial			1126.0			10.23.6.1			8.0			"can" may be a "may".						Yes			Replace "can provide" with "provides".															


			1.1896400023E10			14-Apr-2011 20:30:47 EDT			618.0			Hunter, David			hunter@timefactor.com						Individual			416.0			Producer			Disapprove			TimeFactor			Editorial			1126.0			10.23.6.1			6.0			"can" may be a "may".						Yes			Replace "can enable" with "enables".															


			1.1896300023E10			14-Apr-2011 20:30:47 EDT			617.0			Hunter, David			hunter@timefactor.com						Individual			415.0			Producer			Disapprove			TimeFactor			Editorial			1125.0			10.23.5			49.0			"can" may be a "may".						Yes			Replace "can estimate" with "estimates".															


			1.1896200023E10			14-Apr-2011 20:30:47 EDT			616.0			Hunter, David			hunter@timefactor.com						Individual			414.0			Producer			Disapprove			TimeFactor			Editorial			1122.0			10.23.4.2			36.0			"can" may be a "may".						Yes			Replace "can" with "will".															


			1.1896100023E10			14-Apr-2011 20:30:47 EDT			615.0			Hunter, David			hunter@timefactor.com						Individual			413.0			Producer			Disapprove			TimeFactor			Editorial			1117.0			10.23.3.2			1.0			"cannot" may be a "shall".						Yes			Replace "cannot" with "is not able to".															


			1.1896000023E10			14-Apr-2011 20:30:47 EDT			614.0			Hunter, David			hunter@timefactor.com						Individual			412.0			Producer			Disapprove			TimeFactor			Editorial			1115.0			10.23.2.5			44.0			"can" may be a "may".						Yes			Replace "can apply" with "applies".															


			1.1895900023E10			14-Apr-2011 20:30:47 EDT			613.0			Hunter, David			hunter@timefactor.com						Individual			411.0			Producer			Disapprove			TimeFactor			Editorial			1114.0			10.23.2.2			41.0			"can" may be a "may".						Yes			Replace "can" with "will".															


			1.1895800023E10			14-Apr-2011 20:30:47 EDT			612.0			Hunter, David			hunter@timefactor.com						Individual			410.0			Producer			Disapprove			TimeFactor			Editorial			1112.0			10.23.2.1			53.0			"can" may be a "may".						Yes			Replace "can" with "might".															


			1.1895700023E10			14-Apr-2011 20:30:47 EDT			611.0			Hunter, David			hunter@timefactor.com						Individual			409.0			Producer			Disapprove			TimeFactor			Editorial			1109.0			10.22.6			13.0			"can" may be a "may".						Yes			On lines 13 and 27 replace "can" with "is able to".															


			1.1895600023E10			14-Apr-2011 20:30:47 EDT			610.0			Hunter, David			hunter@timefactor.com						Individual			408.0			Producer			Disapprove			TimeFactor			Editorial			1107.0			10.22.6			27.0			"can" may be a "may".						Yes			Replace "can" with "is able to".															


			1.1895500023E10			14-Apr-2011 20:30:47 EDT			609.0			Hunter, David			hunter@timefactor.com						Individual			407.0			Producer			Disapprove			TimeFactor			Editorial			1103.0			10.21.3			20.0			"can" may be a "may".						Yes			Replace "can" with "is able to".															


			1.1895400023E10			14-Apr-2011 20:30:47 EDT			608.0			Hunter, David			hunter@timefactor.com						Individual			406.0			Producer			Disapprove			TimeFactor			Editorial			1103.0			10.21.2			5.0			"can" may be a "may".						Yes			Replace "can" with "might".															


			1.1895300023E10			14-Apr-2011 20:30:47 EDT			607.0			Hunter, David			hunter@timefactor.com						Individual			405.0			Producer			Disapprove			TimeFactor			Technical			1102.0			10.21.1			58.0			"can" may be a "may".						Yes			In the first instance on this line, replace "can" with "may"; in the second instance replace it with "might".															


			1.1895200023E10			14-Apr-2011 20:30:47 EDT			606.0			Hunter, David			hunter@timefactor.com						Individual			404.0			Producer			Disapprove			TimeFactor			Editorial			1102.0			10.21.1			52.0			"can" may be a "may".						Yes			Replace "can" with "might".															


			1.1895100023E10			14-Apr-2011 20:30:47 EDT			605.0			Hunter, David			hunter@timefactor.com						Individual			403.0			Producer			Disapprove			TimeFactor			Technical			1102.0			10.20.			26.0			Association, not joining.						Yes			Replace "joins" with "associates with" and "joined" with "associated" on the next line.															


			1.1895000023E10			14-Apr-2011 20:30:47 EDT			604.0			Hunter, David			hunter@timefactor.com						Individual			402.0			Producer			Disapprove			TimeFactor			Editorial			1100.0			10.17			12.0			"can" may be a "may".						Yes			Replace "can" with "might".															


			1.1894900023E10			14-Apr-2011 20:30:47 EDT			603.0			Hunter, David			hunter@timefactor.com						Individual			401.0			Producer			Disapprove			TimeFactor			Editorial			1099.0			10.16.3			56.0			"can" may be a "may".						Yes			Replace "can" with "might".															


			1.1894800023E10			14-Apr-2011 20:30:47 EDT			602.0			Hunter, David			hunter@timefactor.com						Individual			400.0			Producer			Disapprove			TimeFactor			Editorial			1099.0			10.16.3			29.0			"can" may be a "may".						Yes			Replace "can" with "might".															


			1.1925900023E10			15-Apr-2011  4:16:14 EDT			863.0			Hamilton, Mark			mark.hamilton@polycom.com			-6124.0			Individual			10.0			Producer			Disapprove			Polycom, Inc.			Technical			186.0			6.3.27.6			60.0			MLME-DLSTeardown.confirm primitive adds nothing to the protocol or behavior of a STA.						Yes			Delete MLME-DLSTeardown.confirm and all associated or referencing text (including Figure 10-17).															


			1.1925800023E10			14-Apr-2011 23:16:14 EDT			862.0			Hamilton, Mark			mark.hamilton@polycom.com			-6124.0			Individual			9.0			Producer			Disapprove			Polycom, Inc.			Technical			1029.0			10.5.3.1			20.0			MLME-DELBA.confirm has been deleted.  Figure 10-13 needs to be updated to remove it.						Yes			Per comment.															


			1.1925700023E10			14-Apr-2011 23:16:14 EDT			861.0			Hamilton, Mark			mark.hamilton@polycom.com			-6124.0			Individual			8.0			Producer			Disapprove			Polycom, Inc.			Technical			1025.0			10.4.9			29.0			MLME-DELTS.confirm has been deleted.  Figure 10-10 needs to be updated to remove it.						Yes			Per comment.															


			1.1925600023E10			14-Apr-2011 23:16:14 EDT			860.0			Hamilton, Mark			mark.hamilton@polycom.com			-6124.0			Individual			7.0			Producer			Disapprove			Polycom, Inc.			Technical			96.0			6.2			50.0			XX-RESET.confirm was deleted in Draft 8.0.  The text describing it needs to be deleted, too.						Yes			Delete, "The corresponding .confirm indicates success or failure of the request."															


			1.1925500023E10			14-Apr-2011 23:16:14 EDT			859.0			Hamilton, Mark			mark.hamilton@polycom.com			-6124.0			Individual			6.0			Producer			Disapprove			Polycom, Inc.			Technical			626.0			8.4.2.48			12.0			This paragraph indicates several settings/variables that must match between all the BSSs within a Multiple BSS Set.  But, the rest of the MIB variables are not clear.  For example, clearly dot11MgmtOptionMultiBSSIDEnabled  has to match.  What about dot11MgmtOptionProxyARPEnabled?  What about dot11RSNAProtectedManagementFramesActivated?  Etc.						Yes			Specify which MIB variables must match between all BSSs within a Multiple BSS Set.  This probably should be in 10.1.3.5 instead of clause 8.															


			1.1925400023E10			14-Apr-2011 23:16:14 EDT			858.0			Hamilton, Mark			mark.hamilton@polycom.com			-6124.0			Individual			5.0			Producer			Disapprove			Polycom, Inc.			Technical			64.0			4.5.4.2			62.0			This subclause needs some minor wording cleanup to keep 802.11 authentication and RSNA establishment (per 10.3) a bit more clear.						Yes			Change: "IEEE Std 802.11 defines three authentication methods" to "IEEE Std 802.11 defines three 802.11 authentication methods"; "The Open System authentication algorithm is used in RSNs based on infrastructure BSS and IBSS, although Open System authentication is optional in an RSN based on an IBSS. RSNA disallows the use of Shared Key authentication" to "The Open System 802.11 authentication algorithm is used in RSNs based on infrastructure BSS and IBSS, although Open System 802.11 authentication is optional in an RSN based on an IBSS. RSNA disallows the use of Shared Key 802.11 authentication"; "However, authentication is required before an association can be established." to "However, authentication is required before an association establishment is complete."; "In an RSN ESS, Open System authentication is required." to "In an RSN ESS, Open System 802.11 authentication is required.";															


			1.1925300023E10			14-Apr-2011 23:16:14 EDT			857.0			Hamilton, Mark			mark.hamilton@polycom.com			-6124.0			Individual			4.0			Producer			Disapprove			Polycom, Inc.			Technical			109.0			6.3.4.2.2			23.0			Why does MLME-JOIN have a ProbeDelay parameter?  Does it do Probes or scanning?  Doesn't MLME-SCAN do the Probes and MLME-JOIN synchronizes to an already discovered BSS?						Yes			Remove ProbeDelay parameter and related text.															


			1.1925200023E10			14-Apr-2011 23:16:14 EDT			856.0			Hamilton, Mark			mark.hamilton@polycom.com			-6124.0			Individual			3.0			Producer			Disapprove			Polycom, Inc.			Technical			147.0			6.3.12.1.3			39.0			Now that we have BSS termination signalling defined, it should be recommended to be used at MLME-STOP.						Yes			Add a third paragraph to 6.3.12.1.3, "It is desirable, but not required that the SME notify associated non-AP STAs of imminent infrastructure BSS termination before issuing the MLME-STOP.request.  This can be done with the BSS Transition Management procedure, using the Termination information."															


			1.1925100023E10			14-Apr-2011 23:16:14 EDT			855.0			Hamilton, Mark			mark.hamilton@polycom.com			-6124.0			Individual			2.0			Producer			Disapprove			Polycom, Inc.			Technical			1132.0			10.23.11.1			57.0			"The TFS may be requested for both data and management frames. A single TCLAS subelement within a TFS Request element shall apply to either MSDU filtering or management frame filtering, but not both."  I don't see anything here, or in 8.4.2.82 or 8.4.2.35, that specifies if a TCLAS element is to be applied to management or data frames/MSDUs.						Yes			Specify how a TCLAS indicates management verus MSDU frame filtering.															


			1.1925000023E10			14-Apr-2011 23:16:14 EDT			854.0			Hamilton, Mark			mark.hamilton@polycom.com			-6124.0			Individual			1.0			Producer			Disapprove			Polycom, Inc.			Technical			1104.0			10.22.1			3.0			When TDLS needs Admission Control the STA "is responsible for setting up a TS with the AP, as defined in 9.19.4.2".  Resolution to CID #11235 took out the word "appropriate" (for the type of TS), but still didn't explain what type of TS is expected here.  9.19.4.2 doesn't seem to clarify it, either.  By implication, I woud assume this mean a "direct" TS is expected.						Yes			Needs to say "a TS with Direction of 'Direct Link' "															


			1.1919900023E10			14-Apr-2011 20:30:47 EDT			853.0			Hunter, David			hunter@timefactor.com						Individual			651.0			Producer			Disapprove			TimeFactor			Technical			2491.0			K.2			35.0			Association, not joining.						Yes			Replace "joining" with "associating".															


			1.1919800023E10			14-Apr-2011 20:30:47 EDT			852.0			Hunter, David			hunter@timefactor.com						Individual			650.0			Producer			Disapprove			TimeFactor			Technical			2031.0			C.3			41.0			Association, not joining.						Yes			Replace "join" with "associated with a STA in".															


			1.1919700023E10			14-Apr-2011 20:30:47 EDT			851.0			Hunter, David			hunter@timefactor.com						Individual			649.0			Producer			Disapprove			TimeFactor			Editorial			1691.0			B.3.2			12.0			"can" may be a "may".						Yes			Replace "can be" with "is".															


			1.1919600023E10			14-Apr-2011 20:30:47 EDT			850.0			Hunter, David			hunter@timefactor.com						Individual			648.0			Producer			Disapprove			TimeFactor			Editorial			1691.0			B.3.2			11.0			"can" may be a "may".						Yes			Replace "a PICS can be considerd" with "it is possible to consider a PICS"															


			1.1919500023E10			14-Apr-2011 20:30:47 EDT			849.0			Hunter, David			hunter@timefactor.com						Individual			647.0			Producer			Disapprove			TimeFactor			Editorial			1689.0			B.1			36.0			"can" may be a "may".						Yes			Replace "can never be" with "is not" and, on the next line, "can often be" with "is often".															


			1.1919400023E10			14-Apr-2011 20:30:47 EDT			848.0			Hunter, David			hunter@timefactor.com						Individual			646.0			Producer			Disapprove			TimeFactor			Editorial			1689.0			B.1			26.0			"can" may be a "may".						Yes			Delete "can".															


			1.1919300023E10			14-Apr-2011 20:30:47 EDT			847.0			Hunter, David			hunter@timefactor.com						Individual			645.0			Producer			Disapprove			TimeFactor			Editorial			1657.0			19.4.2			48.0			"cannot" may be a "shall".						Yes			Replace "cannot be" with "are not".															


			1.1919200023E10			14-Apr-2011 20:30:47 EDT			846.0			Hunter, David			hunter@timefactor.com						Individual			644.0			Producer			Disapprove			TimeFactor			Editorial			1652.0			19.3.22			61.0			"can" may be a "may".						Yes			Replace "can" with "might".															


			1.1919100023E10			14-Apr-2011 20:30:47 EDT			845.0			Hunter, David			hunter@timefactor.com						Individual			643.0			Producer			Disapprove			TimeFactor			Editorial			1643.0			19.3.20.2			63.0			"can" may be a "may".						Yes			Replace "can" with "might".															


			1.1919000023E10			14-Apr-2011 20:30:47 EDT			844.0			Hunter, David			hunter@timefactor.com						Individual			642.0			Producer			Disapprove			TimeFactor			Editorial			1641.0			19.3.20.1			30.0			"can" may be a "may".						Yes			Replace "can" with "are allowed to".															


			1.1918900023E10			14-Apr-2011 20:30:47 EDT			843.0			Hunter, David			hunter@timefactor.com						Individual			641.0			Producer			Disapprove			TimeFactor			Editorial			1640.0			19.3.15.1			15.0			"can" may be a "may".						Yes			Replace "can" with "is able to".															


			1.1918800023E10			14-Apr-2011 20:30:47 EDT			842.0			Hunter, David			hunter@timefactor.com						Individual			640.0			Producer			Disapprove			TimeFactor			Editorial			1637.0			19.3.12			20.0			"can" may be a "may".						Yes			Replace "can be" with "is".															


			1.1918700023E10			14-Apr-2011 20:30:47 EDT			841.0			Hunter, David			hunter@timefactor.com						Individual			639.0			Producer			Disapprove			TimeFactor			Editorial			1637.0			19.3.12			13.0			"can" may be a "may".						Yes			Replace "can" with "might".															


			1.1918600023E10			14-Apr-2011 20:30:47 EDT			840.0			Hunter, David			hunter@timefactor.com						Individual			638.0			Producer			Disapprove			TimeFactor			Editorial			1636.0			19.3.12.3.6			63.0			"can" may be a "may".						Yes			Replace "can" with "might".															


			1.1918500023E10			14-Apr-2011 20:30:47 EDT			839.0			Hunter, David			hunter@timefactor.com						Individual			637.0			Producer			Disapprove			TimeFactor			Editorial			1636.0			19.3.12.3.6			41.0			"can" may be a "may".						Yes			Replace "can" with "might".															


			1.1918400023E10			14-Apr-2011 20:30:47 EDT			838.0			Hunter, David			hunter@timefactor.com						Individual			636.0			Producer			Disapprove			TimeFactor			Editorial			1635.0			19.3.12.3.6			12.0			"can" may be a "may".						Yes			Replace "can" with "might".															


			1.1918300023E10			14-Apr-2011 20:30:47 EDT			837.0			Hunter, David			hunter@timefactor.com						Individual			635.0			Producer			Disapprove			TimeFactor			Editorial			1634.0			19.3.12.3.5			41.0			"can" may be a "may".						Yes			Replace "can" with "might".															


			1.1918200023E10			14-Apr-2011 20:30:47 EDT			836.0			Hunter, David			hunter@timefactor.com						Individual			634.0			Producer			Disapprove			TimeFactor			Editorial			1632.0			19.3.12.2			39.0			"can" may be a "may".						Yes			Replace "can" with "might".															


			1.1918100023E10			14-Apr-2011 20:30:47 EDT			835.0			Hunter, David			hunter@timefactor.com						Individual			633.0			Producer			Disapprove			TimeFactor			Editorial			1631.0			19.3.12.2			8.0			"can" may be a "may".						Yes			Replace "can" with "might".															


			1.1918000023E10			14-Apr-2011 20:30:47 EDT			834.0			Hunter, David			hunter@timefactor.com						Individual			632.0			Producer			Disapprove			TimeFactor			Editorial			1630.0			19.3.12.2			61.0			"can" may be a "may".						Yes			Replace "can" with "might".															


			1.1917900023E10			14-Apr-2011 20:30:47 EDT			833.0			Hunter, David			hunter@timefactor.com						Individual			631.0			Producer			Disapprove			TimeFactor			Editorial			1625.0			19.3.11.11.2			49.0			"can" may be a "may".						Yes			Replace "can" with "might".															


			1.1917800023E10			14-Apr-2011 20:30:47 EDT			832.0			Hunter, David			hunter@timefactor.com						Individual			630.0			Producer			Disapprove			TimeFactor			Editorial			1624.0			19.3.11.11.2			25.0			"can" may be a "may".						Yes			Replace "can" with "might".															


			1.1917700023E10			14-Apr-2011 20:30:47 EDT			831.0			Hunter, David			hunter@timefactor.com						Individual			629.0			Producer			Disapprove			TimeFactor			Editorial			1624.0			19.3.11.11.2			22.0			"can" may be a "may".						Yes			Replace "can" with "might".															


			1.1917600023E10			14-Apr-2011 20:30:47 EDT			830.0			Hunter, David			hunter@timefactor.com						Individual			628.0			Producer			Disapprove			TimeFactor			Editorial			1621.0			19.3.11.9			62.0			"can" may be a "may".						Yes			Replace "can be" with "are".															


			1.1917500023E10			14-Apr-2011 20:30:47 EDT			829.0			Hunter, David			hunter@timefactor.com						Individual			627.0			Producer			Disapprove			TimeFactor			Editorial			1617.0			19.3.11.7.5			35.0			"cannot" may be a "shall".						Yes			Replace "cannot be" with "are not".															


			1.1917400023E10			14-Apr-2011 20:30:47 EDT			828.0			Hunter, David			hunter@timefactor.com						Individual			626.0			Producer			Disapprove			TimeFactor			Editorial			1614.0			19.3.11.7.4			52.0			"can" may be a "may".						Yes			Replace "can" with "might".															


			1.1917300023E10			14-Apr-2011 20:30:47 EDT			827.0			Hunter, David			hunter@timefactor.com						Individual			625.0			Producer			Disapprove			TimeFactor			Editorial			1612.0			19.3.11.1			1.0			"can" may be a "may".						Yes			Replace "can take" with "takes".															


			1.1917200023E10			14-Apr-2011 20:30:47 EDT			826.0			Hunter, David			hunter@timefactor.com						Individual			624.0			Producer			Disapprove			TimeFactor			Editorial			1605.0			19.3.9.4.6			21.0			"cannot" may be a "shall".						Yes			Replace "cannot" with "does not".															


			1.1917100023E10			14-Apr-2011 20:30:47 EDT			825.0			Hunter, David			hunter@timefactor.com						Individual			623.0			Producer			Disapprove			TimeFactor			Editorial			1594.0			19.3.9.1			64.0			"can" may be a "may".						Yes			Replace "can be" with "are".															


			1.1917000023E10			14-Apr-2011 20:30:47 EDT			824.0			Hunter, David			hunter@timefactor.com						Individual			622.0			Producer			Disapprove			TimeFactor			Editorial			1583.0			19.3.3			3.0			"can" may be a "may".						Yes			Replace "can be" with "are".															


			1.1916900023E10			14-Apr-2011 20:30:47 EDT			823.0			Hunter, David			hunter@timefactor.com						Individual			621.0			Producer			Disapprove			TimeFactor			Editorial			1582.0			19.3.2			29.0			"can" may be a "may".						Yes			Replace "can" with "is able to".															


			1.1916800023E10			14-Apr-2011 20:30:47 EDT			822.0			Hunter, David			hunter@timefactor.com						Individual			620.0			Producer			Disapprove			TimeFactor			Editorial			1569.0			19.1.4			7.0			"cannot" may be a "shall".						Yes			Replace "cannot be" with "is not".															


			1.1916700023E10			14-Apr-2011 20:30:47 EDT			821.0			Hunter, David			hunter@timefactor.com						Individual			619.0			Producer			Disapprove			TimeFactor			Editorial			1569.0			19.1.4			5.0			"can" may be a "may".						Yes			Replace "can" with "might".															


			1.1916600023E10			14-Apr-2011 20:30:47 EDT			820.0			Hunter, David			hunter@timefactor.com						Individual			618.0			Producer			Disapprove			TimeFactor			Editorial			1549.0			18.7.3.2.3			61.0			"can" may be a "may".						Yes			Replace "can" with "might".															


			1.1916500023E10			14-Apr-2011 20:30:47 EDT			819.0			Hunter, David			hunter@timefactor.com						Individual			617.0			Producer			Disapprove			TimeFactor			Editorial			1548.0			18.7.3.2.3			48.0			"can" may be a "may".						Yes			Replace "can" with "might".															


			1.1916400023E10			14-Apr-2011 20:30:47 EDT			818.0			Hunter, David			hunter@timefactor.com						Individual			616.0			Producer			Disapprove			TimeFactor			Editorial			1547.0			18.7.3.2.1			38.0			"can" may be a "may".						Yes			Replace "can" with "might".															


			1.1916300023E10			14-Apr-2011 20:30:47 EDT			817.0			Hunter, David			hunter@timefactor.com						Individual			615.0			Producer			Disapprove			TimeFactor			Editorial			1535.0			18.3.2.5			16.0			"cannot" may be a "shall".						Yes			Replace "cannot" with "are not able to".															


			1.1916200023E10			14-Apr-2011 20:30:47 EDT			816.0			Hunter, David			hunter@timefactor.com						Individual			614.0			Producer			Disapprove			TimeFactor			Editorial			1529.0			18.1.5			35.0			"cannot" may be a "shall".						Yes			Replace "cannot" with "are not able to".															


			1.1916100023E10			14-Apr-2011 20:30:47 EDT			815.0			Hunter, David			hunter@timefactor.com						Individual			613.0			Producer			Disapprove			TimeFactor			Editorial			1516.0			17.4.2			60.0			"can" may be a "may".						Yes			Replace "can" with "might".															


			1.1916000023E10			14-Apr-2011 20:30:47 EDT			814.0			Hunter, David			hunter@timefactor.com						Individual			612.0			Producer			Disapprove			TimeFactor			Editorial			1516.0			17.4.2			59.0			"cannot" may be a "shall".						Yes			Replace "cannot be" with "are not".															


			1.1915900023E10			14-Apr-2011 20:30:47 EDT			813.0			Hunter, David			hunter@timefactor.com						Individual			611.0			Producer			Disapprove			TimeFactor			Technical			1511.0			17.3.11			15.0			"can" may be a "may".						Yes			Replace "can" with "may".															


			1.1915800023E10			14-Apr-2011 20:30:47 EDT			812.0			Hunter, David			hunter@timefactor.com						Individual			610.0			Producer			Disapprove			TimeFactor			Editorial			1502.0			17.3.8.4.2			12.0			"can" may be a "may".						Yes			Replace "can" with "might".															


			1.1915700023E10			14-Apr-2011 20:30:47 EDT			811.0			Hunter, David			hunter@timefactor.com						Individual			609.0			Producer			Disapprove			TimeFactor			Editorial			1499.0			17.3.5.9			38.0			"can" may be a "may".						Yes			Replace "can now be" with "is now".															


			1.1915600023E10			14-Apr-2011 20:30:47 EDT			810.0			Hunter, David			hunter@timefactor.com						Individual			608.0			Producer			Disapprove			TimeFactor			Editorial			1499.0			17.3.5.9			13.0			"can" may be a "may".						Yes			Replace "can be" with "is".															


			1.1915500023E10			14-Apr-2011 20:30:47 EDT			809.0			Hunter, David			hunter@timefactor.com						Individual			607.0			Producer			Disapprove			TimeFactor			Technical			1494.0			17.3.5.8			48.0			"can" may be a "may".						Yes			Replace "can" with "may".															


			1.1915400023E10			14-Apr-2011 20:30:47 EDT			808.0			Hunter, David			hunter@timefactor.com						Individual			606.0			Producer			Disapprove			TimeFactor			Editorial			1494.0			17.3.5,.7			45.0			"can" may be a "may".						Yes			Replace "can" with "might".															


			1.1915300023E10			14-Apr-2011 20:30:47 EDT			807.0			Hunter, David			hunter@timefactor.com						Individual			605.0			Producer			Disapprove			TimeFactor			Editorial			1479.0			17.2.2.3			36.0			"can" may be a "may".						Yes			Replace "can" with "might".															


			1.1915200023E10			14-Apr-2011 20:30:47 EDT			806.0			Hunter, David			hunter@timefactor.com						Individual			604.0			Producer			Disapprove			TimeFactor			Editorial			1475.0			16.4.8.4			27.0			"cannot" may be a "shall".						Yes			Replace "cannot" with "shall not".															


			1.1915100023E10			14-Apr-2011 20:30:47 EDT			805.0			Hunter, David			hunter@timefactor.com						Individual			603.0			Producer			Disapprove			TimeFactor			Editorial			1468.0			16.4.6.8.4			6.0			"can" may be a "may".						Yes			Replace "can be" with "is".															


			1.1915000023E10			14-Apr-2011 20:30:47 EDT			804.0			Hunter, David			hunter@timefactor.com						Individual			602.0			Producer			Disapprove			TimeFactor			Editorial			1466.0			16.4.6.8.1			25.0			"can" may be a "may".						Yes			Replace "can also be" with "is also".															


			1.1914900023E10			14-Apr-2011 20:30:47 EDT			803.0			Hunter, David			hunter@timefactor.com						Individual			601.0			Producer			Disapprove			TimeFactor			Editorial			1464.0			16.4.6.7			38.0			"can" may be a "may".						Yes			Replace "can be" with "is".															


			1.1914800023E10			14-Apr-2011 20:30:47 EDT			802.0			Hunter, David			hunter@timefactor.com						Individual			600.0			Producer			Disapprove			TimeFactor			Editorial			1462.0			16.4.6.6.2			19.0			"can" may be a "may".						Yes			Replace "can be" with "is".															


			1.1914700023E10			14-Apr-2011 20:30:47 EDT			801.0			Hunter, David			hunter@timefactor.com						Individual			599.0			Producer			Disapprove			TimeFactor			Editorial			1460.0			16.4.6.3			52.0			"can" may be a "may".						Yes			Replace "can" with "are able to".															


			1.1914600023E10			14-Apr-2011 20:30:47 EDT			800.0			Hunter, David			hunter@timefactor.com						Individual			598.0			Producer			Disapprove			TimeFactor			Editorial			1447.0			16.3.5			60.0			"can" may be a "may".						Yes			Replace "can take" with "takes".															


			1.1914500023E10			14-Apr-2011 20:30:47 EDT			799.0			Hunter, David			hunter@timefactor.com						Individual			597.0			Producer			Disapprove			TimeFactor			Editorial			1446.0			16.3.2			14.0			"can" may be a "may".						Yes			Replace "can" with "might".															


			1.1914400023E10			14-Apr-2011 20:30:47 EDT			798.0			Hunter, David			hunter@timefactor.com						Individual			596.0			Producer			Disapprove			TimeFactor			Editorial			1446.0			16.3.2			13.0			"cannot" may be a "shall".						Yes			Replace "cannot be" with "are not".															


			1.1914300023E10			14-Apr-2011 20:30:47 EDT			797.0			Hunter, David			hunter@timefactor.com						Individual			595.0			Producer			Disapprove			TimeFactor			Technical			1439.0			16.2.5			28.0			"can" may be a "may".						Yes			Replace "can" with "may".															


			1.1914200023E10			14-Apr-2011 20:30:47 EDT			796.0			Hunter, David			hunter@timefactor.com						Individual			594.0			Producer			Disapprove			TimeFactor			Editorial			1436.0			16.2.3.9			60.0			"can" may be a "may".						Yes			Replace "can" with "is able to".															


			1.1914100023E10			14-Apr-2011 20:30:47 EDT			795.0			Hunter, David			hunter@timefactor.com						Individual			593.0			Producer			Disapprove			TimeFactor			Editorial			1431.0			16.2.3.2			46.0			"can" may be a "may".						Yes			Replace "can" with "is able to".															


			1.1914000023E10			14-Apr-2011 20:30:47 EDT			794.0			Hunter, David			hunter@timefactor.com						Individual			592.0			Producer			Disapprove			TimeFactor			Editorial			1430.0			16.2.1			3.0			"can" may be a "may".						Yes			Delete "can".															


			1.1913900023E10			14-Apr-2011 20:30:47 EDT			793.0			Hunter, David			hunter@timefactor.com						Individual			591.0			Producer			Disapprove			TimeFactor			Editorial			1428.0			16,1,1			46.0			"can" may be a "may".						Yes			Replace "can also be" with "is also".															


			1.1913800023E10			14-Apr-2011 20:30:47 EDT			792.0			Hunter, David			hunter@timefactor.com						Individual			590.0			Producer			Disapprove			TimeFactor			Editorial			1428.0			16.1.1			40.0			"can" may be a "may".						Yes			Replace "can" with "might".															


			1.1913700023E10			14-Apr-2011 20:30:47 EDT			791.0			Hunter, David			hunter@timefactor.com						Individual			589.0			Producer			Disapprove			TimeFactor			Editorial			1428.0			16.1.1			24.0			"can" may be a "may".						Yes			In both instances on line 24 delete "can".															


			1.1913600023E10			14-Apr-2011 20:30:47 EDT			790.0			Hunter, David			hunter@timefactor.com						Individual			588.0			Producer			Disapprove			TimeFactor			Technical			1426.0			15.4.8.4			19.0			"cannot" may be a "shall".						Yes			Replace "cannot" with "shall not".															


			1.1913500023E10			14-Apr-2011 20:30:47 EDT			789.0			Hunter, David			hunter@timefactor.com						Individual			587.0			Producer			Disapprove			TimeFactor			Technical			1419.0			15.4.6.3			33.0			"can" may be a "may".						Yes			Replace "can" with "may".															


			1.1913400023E10			14-Apr-2011 20:30:47 EDT			788.0			Hunter, David			hunter@timefactor.com						Individual			586.0			Producer			Disapprove			TimeFactor			Editorial			1405.0			15.3.2			63.0			"can" may be a "may".						Yes			Replace "can" with "might".															


			1.1913300023E10			14-Apr-2011 20:30:47 EDT			787.0			Hunter, David			hunter@timefactor.com						Individual			585.0			Producer			Disapprove			TimeFactor			Editorial			1405.0			15.3.2			62.0			"cannot" may be a "shall".						Yes			Replace "cannot be" with "are not".															


			1.1913200023E10			14-Apr-2011 20:30:47 EDT			786.0			Hunter, David			hunter@timefactor.com						Individual			584.0			Producer			Disapprove			TimeFactor			Editorial			1400.0			15.2.6			27.0			"can" may be a "may".						Yes			Replace "can" with "might".															


			1.1913100023E10			14-Apr-2011 20:30:47 EDT			785.0			Hunter, David			hunter@timefactor.com						Individual			583.0			Producer			Disapprove			TimeFactor			Technical			1396.0			15.2.3.2			5.0			"can" may be a "may".						Yes			Replace "can" with "miay".															


			1.1913000023E10			14-Apr-2011 20:30:47 EDT			784.0			Hunter, David			hunter@timefactor.com						Individual			582.0			Producer			Disapprove			TimeFactor			Technical			1391.0			14.4.6.3			59.0			"can" may be a "may".						Yes			Replace "can" with "may".															


			1.1912900023E10			14-Apr-2011 20:30:47 EDT			783.0			Hunter, David			hunter@timefactor.com						Individual			581.0			Producer			Disapprove			TimeFactor			Technical			1386.0			14.4.3.4			6.0			"cannot" may be a "shall".						Yes			Replace "cannot" with "shall not".															


			1.1912800023E10			14-Apr-2011 20:30:47 EDT			782.0			Hunter, David			hunter@timefactor.com						Individual			580.0			Producer			Disapprove			TimeFactor			Technical			1382.0			14.3.6.1			62.0			"can" may be a "may".						Yes			Replace "can" with "may".															


			1.1912700023E10			14-Apr-2011 20:30:47 EDT			781.0			Hunter, David			hunter@timefactor.com						Individual			579.0			Producer			Disapprove			TimeFactor			Editorial			1381.0			14.3.5.1			23.0			"can" may be a "may".						Yes			Replace "can" with "is able to".															


			1.1912600023E10			14-Apr-2011 20:30:47 EDT			780.0			Hunter, David			hunter@timefactor.com						Individual			578.0			Producer			Disapprove			TimeFactor			Editorial			1380.0			14.3.1			26.0			"can" may be a "may".						Yes			Replace "can" with "might".															


			1.1912500023E10			14-Apr-2011 20:30:47 EDT			779.0			Hunter, David			hunter@timefactor.com						Individual			577.0			Producer			Disapprove			TimeFactor			Editorial			1379.0			14.2.1			9.0			"can" may be a "may".						Yes			Replace "can be physically isolated" with "is possible to physically isolate this device".															


			1.1912400023E10			14-Apr-2011 20:30:47 EDT			778.0			Hunter, David			hunter@timefactor.com						Individual			576.0			Producer			Disapprove			TimeFactor			Editorial			1378.0			14.2.1			61.0			"can" may be a "may".						Yes			Replace "can" with "might".															


			1.1912300023E10			14-Apr-2011 20:30:47 EDT			777.0			Hunter, David			hunter@timefactor.com						Individual			575.0			Producer			Disapprove			TimeFactor			Editorial			1378.0			14.2.1			51.0			"can" may be a "may".						Yes			Replace "can" with "are able to".															


			1.1912200023E10			14-Apr-2011 20:30:47 EDT			776.0			Hunter, David			hunter@timefactor.com						Individual			574.0			Producer			Disapprove			TimeFactor			Editorial			1378.0			14.2.1			49.0			"can" may be a "may".						Yes			Replace "can" with "might".															


			1.1912100023E10			14-Apr-2011 20:30:47 EDT			775.0			Hunter, David			hunter@timefactor.com						Individual			573.0			Producer			Disapprove			TimeFactor			Editorial			1376.0			13.9.2.19			16.0			"can" may be a "may".						Yes			Replace "can be" with "is".															


			1.1912000023E10			14-Apr-2011 20:30:47 EDT			774.0			Hunter, David			hunter@timefactor.com						Individual			572.0			Producer			Disapprove			TimeFactor			Editorial			1376.0			13.9.2.18			7.0			"can" may be a "may".						Yes			Replace "can" with "is allowed to".															


			1.1911900023E10			14-Apr-2011 20:30:47 EDT			773.0			Hunter, David			hunter@timefactor.com						Individual			571.0			Producer			Disapprove			TimeFactor			Editorial			1374.0			13.9.2.13			65.0			"can" may be a "may".						Yes			Replace "can be" with "is".															


			1.1911800023E10			14-Apr-2011 20:30:47 EDT			772.0			Hunter, David			hunter@timefactor.com						Individual			570.0			Producer			Disapprove			TimeFactor			Editorial			1374.0			13.9.2.12			59.0			"can" may be a "may".						Yes			Replace "can" with "might".															


			1.1911700023E10			14-Apr-2011 20:30:47 EDT			771.0			Hunter, David			hunter@timefactor.com						Individual			569.0			Producer			Disapprove			TimeFactor			Editorial			1374.0			13.9.2.12			58.0			"can" may be a "may".						Yes			Replace "can consist" with "enumerates".															


			1.1911600023E10			14-Apr-2011 20:30:47 EDT			770.0			Hunter, David			hunter@timefactor.com						Individual			568.0			Producer			Disapprove			TimeFactor			Editorial			1374.0			13.9.2.10			5.0			"can" may be a "may".						Yes			Replace "can" with "is able to".															


			1.1911500023E10			14-Apr-2011 20:30:47 EDT			769.0			Hunter, David			hunter@timefactor.com						Individual			567.0			Producer			Disapprove			TimeFactor			Editorial			1373.0			13.9.2.8			39.0			"can" may be a "may".						Yes			Replace "can" with "is able to".															


			1.1911400023E10			14-Apr-2011 20:30:47 EDT			768.0			Hunter, David			hunter@timefactor.com						Individual			566.0			Producer			Disapprove			TimeFactor			Technical			1372.0			13.9.2.4			49.0			"can" may be a "may".						Yes			Replace "can" with "may".															


			1.1911300023E10			14-Apr-2011 20:30:47 EDT			767.0			Hunter, David			hunter@timefactor.com						Individual			565.0			Producer			Disapprove			TimeFactor			Editorial			1372.0			13.9.2.2			32.0			"can" may be a "may".						Yes			Twice on this line replace "can" with "may".															


			1.1911200023E10			14-Apr-2011 20:30:47 EDT			766.0			Hunter, David			hunter@timefactor.com						Individual			564.0			Producer			Disapprove			TimeFactor			Editorial			1371.0			13.9.1			47.0			"cannot" may be a "shall".						Yes			Replace "cannot be" with "are not" and "can be" with "might be".															


			1.1911100023E10			14-Apr-2011 20:30:47 EDT			765.0			Hunter, David			hunter@timefactor.com						Individual			563.0			Producer			Disapprove			TimeFactor			Editorial			1360.0			13.7.8			56.0			"can" may be a "may".						Yes			Replace "can be" with "is".															


			1.1911000023E10			14-Apr-2011 20:30:47 EDT			764.0			Hunter, David			hunter@timefactor.com						Individual			562.0			Producer			Disapprove			TimeFactor			Editorial			1354.0			13.6.5.10.2			27.0			"can" may be a "may".						Yes			Replace "can have" with "takes".															


			1.1910900023E10			14-Apr-2011 20:30:47 EDT			763.0			Hunter, David			hunter@timefactor.com						Individual			561.0			Producer			Disapprove			TimeFactor			Editorial			1354.0			13.6.5.6.2			8.0			"can" may be a "may".						Yes			Replace "can take" with "takes".															


			1.1910800023E10			14-Apr-2011 20:30:47 EDT			762.0			Hunter, David			hunter@timefactor.com						Individual			560.0			Producer			Disapprove			TimeFactor			Editorial			1353.0			13.6.5.4.2			8.0			"can" may be a "may".						Yes			On this page, lines 8 and 39, replace "can take" with "takes".															


			1.1910700023E10			14-Apr-2011 20:30:47 EDT			761.0			Hunter, David			hunter@timefactor.com						Individual			559.0			Producer			Disapprove			TimeFactor			Editorial			1352.0			13.6.5.2.2			15.0			"can" may be a "may".						Yes			On this page, lines 15 and 45, replace "can take" with "takes".															


			1.1910600023E10			14-Apr-2011 20:30:47 EDT			760.0			Hunter, David			hunter@timefactor.com						Individual			558.0			Producer			Disapprove			TimeFactor			Editorial			1341.0			13.4.4.3.1			13.0			"can" may be a "may".						Yes			Replace "can be" with "is".															


			1.1910500023E10			14-Apr-2011 20:30:47 EDT			759.0			Hunter, David			hunter@timefactor.com						Individual			557.0			Producer			Disapprove			TimeFactor			Editorial			1333.0			13.4.2			61.0			"can" may be a "may".						Yes			Replace "can be" with "is".															


			1.1910400023E10			14-Apr-2011 20:30:47 EDT			758.0			Hunter, David			hunter@timefactor.com						Individual			556.0			Producer			Disapprove			TimeFactor			Technical			1333.0			13.3.2.3			5.0			"can" may be a "may".						Yes			Replace "can" with "may".															


			1.1910300023E10			14-Apr-2011 20:30:47 EDT			757.0			Hunter, David			hunter@timefactor.com						Individual			555.0			Producer			Disapprove			TimeFactor			Technical			1326.0			12.11.3.1			42.0			"can" may be a "may".						Yes			Replace "can" with "may".															


			1.1910200023E10			14-Apr-2011 20:30:47 EDT			756.0			Hunter, David			hunter@timefactor.com						Individual			554.0			Producer			Disapprove			TimeFactor			Editorial			1325.0			12.11.2			60.0			"can" may be a "may".						Yes			Replace "can" with "might".															


			1.1910100023E10			14-Apr-2011 20:30:47 EDT			755.0			Hunter, David			hunter@timefactor.com						Individual			553.0			Producer			Disapprove			TimeFactor			Editorial			1325.0			12.11.2			48.0			"can" may be a "may".						Yes			Replace "can" with "might".															


			1.1910000023E10			14-Apr-2011 20:30:47 EDT			754.0			Hunter, David			hunter@timefactor.com						Individual			552.0			Producer			Disapprove			TimeFactor			Editorial			1321.0			12.9.5.3			2.0			"cannot" may be a "shall".						Yes			Replace "cannnot" with "are not allowed to".															


			1.1909900023E10			14-Apr-2011 20:30:47 EDT			753.0			Hunter, David			hunter@timefactor.com						Individual			551.0			Producer			Disapprove			TimeFactor			Editorial			1320.0			12.9.5.3			65.0			"cannot" may be a "shall".						Yes			Replace "cannnot" with "are not allowed to".															


			1.1909800023E10			14-Apr-2011 20:30:47 EDT			752.0			Hunter, David			hunter@timefactor.com						Individual			550.0			Producer			Disapprove			TimeFactor			Editorial			1320.0			12.9.5.3			54.0			"can" may be a "may".						Yes			Replace "can be" with "is".															


			1.1909700023E10			14-Apr-2011 20:30:47 EDT			751.0			Hunter, David			hunter@timefactor.com						Individual			549.0			Producer			Disapprove			TimeFactor			Editorial			1315.0			12.9.3.3			41.0			"can" may be a "may".						Yes			Replace "can be" with "is".															


			1.1909600023E10			14-Apr-2011 20:30:47 EDT			750.0			Hunter, David			hunter@timefactor.com						Individual			548.0			Producer			Disapprove			TimeFactor			Editorial			1311.0			12.9.2.43			64.0			"can" may be a "may".						Yes			Replace "can" with "is able to".															


			1.1909500023E10			14-Apr-2011 20:30:47 EDT			749.0			Hunter, David			hunter@timefactor.com						Individual			547.0			Producer			Disapprove			TimeFactor			Editorial			1309.0			12.8.5			17.0			"can" may be a "may".						Yes			Replace "The length of the encryopted Key field can be determined" with "it is possible to determine the length of the encryped Key field".															


			1.1909400023E10			14-Apr-2011 20:30:47 EDT			748.0			Hunter, David			hunter@timefactor.com						Individual			546.0			Producer			Disapprove			TimeFactor			Editorial			1309.0			12.8.5			17.0			"Note:" is not an allowed format in IEEE standards.						Yes			Replace "Note:  The" with "Note that the":															


			1.1909300023E10			14-Apr-2011 20:30:47 EDT			747.0			Hunter, David			hunter@timefactor.com						Individual			545.0			Producer			Disapprove			TimeFactor			Technical			1306.0			12.8.1			49.0			"can" may be a "may".						Yes			Replace "can" with "may".															


			1.1909200023E10			14-Apr-2011 20:30:47 EDT			746.0			Hunter, David			hunter@timefactor.com						Individual			544.0			Producer			Disapprove			TimeFactor			Editorial			1302.0			12.6.3			19.0			"cannnot" is not spelled correctly; also "cannot" may be a "shall".						Yes			Replace "cannnot" with "is not allowed to".															


			1.1909100023E10			14-Apr-2011 20:30:47 EDT			745.0			Hunter, David			hunter@timefactor.com						Individual			543.0			Producer			Disapprove			TimeFactor			Editorial			1301.0			12.6.3			27.0			"cannnot" is not spelled correctly; also "cannot" may be a "shall".						Yes			Replace "cannnot" with "is not allowed to".															


			1.1909000023E10			14-Apr-2011 20:30:47 EDT			744.0			Hunter, David			hunter@timefactor.com						Individual			542.0			Producer			Disapprove			TimeFactor			Editorial			1300.0			12.6.2			19.0			"cannnot" is not spelled correctly; also "cannot" may be a "shall".						Yes			Replace "cannnot" with "is not allowed to".															


			1.1908900023E10			14-Apr-2011 20:30:47 EDT			743.0			Hunter, David			hunter@timefactor.com						Individual			541.0			Producer			Disapprove			TimeFactor			Editorial			1299.0			12.6.2			22.0			"cannnot" is not spelled correctly; also "cannot" may be a "shall".						Yes			Replace "cannnot" with "is not allowed to".															


			1.1908800023E10			14-Apr-2011 20:30:47 EDT			742.0			Hunter, David			hunter@timefactor.com						Individual			540.0			Producer			Disapprove			TimeFactor			Editorial			1294.0			12.5.3			25.0			"cannnot" is not spelled correctly; also "cannot" may be a "shall".						Yes			Replace "cannnot" with "is not allowed to".															


			1.1908700023E10			14-Apr-2011 20:30:47 EDT			741.0			Hunter, David			hunter@timefactor.com						Individual			539.0			Producer			Disapprove			TimeFactor			Editorial			1292.0			12.5.2			43.0			"cannnot" is not spelled correctly; also "cannot" may be a "shall".						Yes			Replace "cannnot" with "is not allowed to".															


			1.1908600023E10			14-Apr-2011 20:30:47 EDT			740.0			Hunter, David			hunter@timefactor.com						Individual			538.0			Producer			Disapprove			TimeFactor			Editorial			1290.0			12.4.2			2.0			"cannot" may be a "shall".						Yes			Replace "cannot be" with "is not".															


			1.1908500023E10			14-Apr-2011 20:30:47 EDT			739.0			Hunter, David			hunter@timefactor.com						Individual			537.0			Producer			Disapprove			TimeFactor			Editorial			1290.0			12.4.2			1.0			"cannot" may be a "shall".						Yes			Replace "cannot" with "is not able to".															


			1.1908400023E10			14-Apr-2011 20:30:47 EDT			738.0			Hunter, David			hunter@timefactor.com						Individual			536.0			Producer			Disapprove			TimeFactor			Editorial			1287.0			12.2.2			22.0			"can" may be a "may".						Yes			Replace "can be" with "is".															


			1.1908300023E10			14-Apr-2011 20:30:47 EDT			737.0			Hunter, David			hunter@timefactor.com						Individual			535.0			Producer			Disapprove			TimeFactor			Editorial			1262.0			11.5.10.2.5			12.0			"can" may be a "may".						Yes			On both lines 12 and 13 replace "can" with "is able to".															


			1.1908200023E10			14-Apr-2011 20:30:47 EDT			736.0			Hunter, David			hunter@timefactor.com						Individual			534.0			Producer			Disapprove			TimeFactor			Editorial			1255.0			11.5.8.3			27.0			"can" may be a "may".						Yes			Replace "can be" with "is also".															


			1.1908100023E10			14-Apr-2011 20:30:47 EDT			735.0			Hunter, David			hunter@timefactor.com						Individual			533.0			Producer			Disapprove			TimeFactor			Technical			1255.0			11.5.8.3			27.0			Previous sentence:  "This variable is set to TRUE...".  This sentence "This can be set to 1...".  Which is it?  TRUE or 1?						Yes			In the second sentence replace "1" by "TRUE"?															


			1.1908000023E10			14-Apr-2011 20:30:47 EDT			734.0			Hunter, David			hunter@timefactor.com						Individual			532.0			Producer			Disapprove			TimeFactor			Editorial			1248.0			11.5.7.4			19.0			"can" may be a "may".						Yes			Replace "can still" with "still is able to".															


			1.1907900023E10			14-Apr-2011 20:30:47 EDT			733.0			Hunter, David			hunter@timefactor.com						Individual			531.0			Producer			Disapprove			TimeFactor			Editorial			1245.0			11.5.7.3			33.0			"can" may be a "may".						Yes			Replace "can" with "might".															


			1.1907800023E10			14-Apr-2011 20:30:47 EDT			732.0			Hunter, David			hunter@timefactor.com						Individual			530.0			Producer			Disapprove			TimeFactor			Editorial			1245.0			11.5.7.1			2.0			"can" may be a "may".						Yes			Replace "can" with "might".															


			1.1907700023E10			14-Apr-2011 20:30:47 EDT			731.0			Hunter, David			hunter@timefactor.com						Individual			529.0			Producer			Disapprove			TimeFactor			Editorial			1241.0			11.5.6.1			44.0			"cannot" may be a "shall".						Yes			Replace "cannot" with "is not able to".															


			1.1907600023E10			14-Apr-2011 20:30:47 EDT			730.0			Hunter, David			hunter@timefactor.com						Individual			528.0			Producer			Disapprove			TimeFactor			Editorial			1241.0			11.5.5.8			5.0			"cannot" may be a "shall".						Yes			On both lines 5 and 6 replace "cannot be" with "are not".															


			1.1907500023E10			14-Apr-2011 20:30:47 EDT			729.0			Hunter, David			hunter@timefactor.com						Individual			527.0			Producer			Disapprove			TimeFactor			Editorial			1240.0			11.5.5.8			63.0			"can" may be a "may".						Yes			Replace "can be recognized" with "is recognizable".															


			1.1907400023E10			14-Apr-2011 20:30:47 EDT			728.0			Hunter, David			hunter@timefactor.com						Individual			526.0			Producer			Disapprove			TimeFactor			Editorial			1240.0			11.5.5.8			44.0			"can" may be a "may".						Yes			Replace "can" with "is able to".															


			1.1907300023E10			14-Apr-2011 20:30:47 EDT			727.0			Hunter, David			hunter@timefactor.com						Individual			525.0			Producer			Disapprove			TimeFactor			Editorial			1240.0			11.5.5.8			30.0			"can" may be a "may".						Yes			Replace "can" with "is able to".															


			1.1907200023E10			14-Apr-2011 20:30:47 EDT			726.0			Hunter, David			hunter@timefactor.com						Individual			524.0			Producer			Disapprove			TimeFactor			Editorial			1240.0			11.5.5.8			20.0			"can" may be a "may".						Yes			Replace "can be execute" with "might execute".															


			1.1907100023E10			14-Apr-2011 20:30:47 EDT			725.0			Hunter, David			hunter@timefactor.com						Individual			523.0			Producer			Disapprove			TimeFactor			Editorial			1240.0			11.5.5.8			18.0			"cannot" may be a "shall".						Yes			On both lines 18 and 19 replace "cannot" with "is not able to".															


			1.1907000023E10			14-Apr-2011 20:30:47 EDT			724.0			Hunter, David			hunter@timefactor.com						Individual			522.0			Producer			Disapprove			TimeFactor			Editorial			1233.0			11.5.5.2			4.0			Here "Nonce" is not the name of a field, so does not need the initial cap.						Yes			Replace "Nonce" with "nonce" both here and on line 5.  In addition, replace "as part" with "as part of the" both on line 4 and line 5.															


			1.1906900023E10			14-Apr-2011 20:30:47 EDT			723.0			Hunter, David			hunter@timefactor.com						Individual			521.0			Producer			Disapprove			TimeFactor			Technical			1229.0			11.5.2			9.0			"can" may be a "may".						Yes			On both lines 9 and 15 replace "can" with "may".															


			1.1906800023E10			14-Apr-2011 20:30:47 EDT			722.0			Hunter, David			hunter@timefactor.com						Individual			520.0			Producer			Disapprove			TimeFactor			Technical			1216.0			11.5.1.7.1			38.0			"can" may be a "may".						Yes			Replace "can" with "may".															


			1.1888600023E10			14-Apr-2011 20:30:47 EDT			540.0			Hunter, David			hunter@timefactor.com						Individual			338.0			Producer			Disapprove			TimeFactor			Technical			1021.0			10.4.4			17.0			"can" may be a "may".						Yes			On lines 17, 22 and 42 replace "can" with "may".															


			1.1888500023E10			14-Apr-2011 20:30:47 EDT			539.0			Hunter, David			hunter@timefactor.com						Individual			337.0			Producer			Disapprove			TimeFactor			Editorial			1019.0			10.4.3			1.0			"can" may be a "may".						Yes			On lines 1, 2 and 3 replace "can" with "might".															


			1.1888400023E10			14-Apr-2011 20:30:47 EDT			538.0			Hunter, David			hunter@timefactor.com						Individual			336.0			Producer			Disapprove			TimeFactor			Technical			1017.0			10.4.1			19.0			"can" may be a "may".						Yes			On lines 19 and 35 replace "can" with "may".  On line 35 insert "the" between "in" and "context".															


			1.1888300023E10			14-Apr-2011 20:30:47 EDT			537.0			Hunter, David			hunter@timefactor.com						Individual			335.0			Producer			Disapprove			TimeFactor			Technical			1005.0			10.3.1			20.0			"can" may be a "may".						Yes			Replace "can" with "may".															


			1.1888200023E10			14-Apr-2011 20:30:47 EDT			536.0			Hunter, David			hunter@timefactor.com						Individual			334.0			Producer			Disapprove			TimeFactor			Technical			1004.0			10.2.3			31.0			"can" may be a "may".						Yes			Replace "can" with "may:".															


			1.1888100023E10			14-Apr-2011 20:30:47 EDT			535.0			Hunter, David			hunter@timefactor.com						Individual			333.0			Producer			Disapprove			TimeFactor			Editorial			1004.0			10.2.3			27.0			"cannot" may be a "shall".						Yes			Replace "cannot" with "is not able to".															


			1.1888000023E10			14-Apr-2011 20:30:47 EDT			534.0			Hunter, David			hunter@timefactor.com						Individual			332.0			Producer			Disapprove			TimeFactor			Technical			1002.0			10.2.2.3			15.0			Association, not joining.						Yes			Replace "joining" with "associating with".															


			1.1887900023E10			14-Apr-2011 20:30:47 EDT			533.0			Hunter, David			hunter@timefactor.com						Individual			331.0			Producer			Disapprove			TimeFactor			Editorial			999.0			10.2.1.18.1			25.0			"can" may be a "may".						Yes			Replace "can" with "might".															


			1.1887800023E10			14-Apr-2011 20:30:47 EDT			532.0			Hunter, David			hunter@timefactor.com						Individual			330.0			Producer			Disapprove			TimeFactor			Editorial			996.0			10.2.1.16.4			32.0			"can" may be a "may".						Yes			Replace "can" with "is able to".															


			1.1887700023E10			14-Apr-2011 20:30:47 EDT			531.0			Hunter, David			hunter@timefactor.com						Individual			329.0			Producer			Disapprove			TimeFactor			Editorial			992.0			10.2.1.14			35.0			"can" may be a "may".						Yes			Replace "can engage in communications" with "may communicate".															


			1.1887600023E10			14-Apr-2011 20:30:47 EDT			530.0			Hunter, David			hunter@timefactor.com						Individual			328.0			Producer			Disapprove			TimeFactor			Editorial			989.0			10.2.1.14			58.0			"can" may be a "may".						Yes			Replace "can" with "is available to".															


			1.1887500023E10			14-Apr-2011 20:30:47 EDT			529.0			Hunter, David			hunter@timefactor.com						Individual			327.0			Producer			Disapprove			TimeFactor			Editorial			989.0			10.2.1.13			46.0			"can" may be a "may".						Yes			Replace "can" with "is reasonable to".															


			1.1887400023E10			14-Apr-2011 20:30:47 EDT			528.0			Hunter, David			hunter@timefactor.com						Individual			326.0			Producer			Disapprove			TimeFactor			Editorial			989.0			10.2.1.13			21.0			"can" may be a "may".						Yes			On lines 21 and 29 replace "can" with "might".															


			1.1887300023E10			14-Apr-2011 20:30:47 EDT			527.0			Hunter, David			hunter@timefactor.com						Individual			325.0			Producer			Disapprove			TimeFactor			Editorial			985.0			10.2.1.6			54.0			Broken English.						Yes			Replace "changes" with "has changed".															


			1.1887200023E10			14-Apr-2011 20:30:47 EDT			526.0			Hunter, David			hunter@timefactor.com						Individual			324.0			Producer			Disapprove			TimeFactor			Technical			985.0			10.2.1.6			49.0			"can" may be a "may".						Yes			Replace "can" with "may".															


			1.1887100023E10			14-Apr-2011 20:30:47 EDT			525.0			Hunter, David			hunter@timefactor.com						Individual			323.0			Producer			Disapprove			TimeFactor			Editorial			985.0			10.2.1.6			44.0			"cannot" may be a "shall".						Yes			Replace "An AP that transmits an A-MPDU containing data MPDUs in which the EOSP field is set to 1 and that receives a BlockAck that does not acknowledge all of those MPDUs, cannot" with "If an AP transmits an A-MPDU containing data MPDUs in with the EOSP field is set to 1, but that AP receives a BlockAck that does on acknowledge all of those MSDUs, then that AP will not be able to".															


			1.1887000023E10			14-Apr-2011 20:30:47 EDT			524.0			Hunter, David			hunter@timefactor.com						Individual			322.0			Producer			Disapprove			TimeFactor			Editorial			983.0			10.2.1.5.2			12.0			"can" may be a "may".						Yes			Replace "can determine" with "is able to determine that".															


			1.1886900023E10			14-Apr-2011 20:30:47 EDT			523.0			Hunter, David			hunter@timefactor.com						Individual			321.0			Producer			Disapprove			TimeFactor			Editorial			982.0			10.2.1.5.2			20.0			"cannot" may be a "shall".						Yes			Replace "the Base ADDTS Request cannot be granted" with "it is not able to grant the Base ADDTS Request".															


			1.1886800023E10			14-Apr-2011 20:30:47 EDT			522.0			Hunter, David			hunter@timefactor.com						Individual			320.0			Producer			Disapprove			TimeFactor			Editorial			979.0			10.2.1.2			21.0			"can" may be a "may".						Yes			Replace "can" with "is able to".															


			1.1886700023E10			14-Apr-2011 20:30:47 EDT			521.0			Hunter, David			hunter@timefactor.com						Individual			319.0			Producer			Disapprove			TimeFactor			Technical			976.0			10.1.4.6			18.0			Association, not joining.						Yes			Replace "join" with "associate with" both here and on line 20.															


			1.1906700023E10			14-Apr-2011 20:30:47 EDT			721.0			Hunter, David			hunter@timefactor.com						Individual			519.0			Producer			Disapprove			TimeFactor			Editorial			1213.0			11.5.1.4			57.0			"can" may be a "may".						Yes			Replace "can" with "might".															


			1.1906600023E10			14-Apr-2011 20:30:47 EDT			720.0			Hunter, David			hunter@timefactor.com						Individual			518.0			Producer			Disapprove			TimeFactor			Technical			1213.0			11.5.1.4			56.0			"may" here only means possibility, not permission.						Yes			Replace "may" with "might".															


			1.1906500023E10			14-Apr-2011 20:30:47 EDT			719.0			Hunter, David			hunter@timefactor.com						Individual			517.0			Producer			Disapprove			TimeFactor			Editorial			1213.0			11.5.1.4			54.0			"can" may be a "may".						Yes			Replace "can" with "might".															


			1.1906400023E10			14-Apr-2011 20:30:47 EDT			718.0			Hunter, David			hunter@timefactor.com						Individual			516.0			Producer			Disapprove			TimeFactor			Editorial			1213.0			11.5.1.3			2.0			"can" may be a "may".						Yes			Delete "can".															


			1.1906300023E10			14-Apr-2011 20:30:47 EDT			717.0			Hunter, David			hunter@timefactor.com						Individual			515.0			Producer			Disapprove			TimeFactor			Editorial			1212.0			11.5.1.3			41.0			"can" may be a "may".						Yes			On both lines 41 and 42 replace "can" with "might".															


			1.1906200023E10			14-Apr-2011 20:30:47 EDT			716.0			Hunter, David			hunter@timefactor.com						Individual			514.0			Producer			Disapprove			TimeFactor			Editorial			1211.0			11.5.1.1			6.0			"cannot" may be a "shall".						Yes			Replace "(The STA cannot" with "(There is no way for the STA to"															


			1.1906100023E10			14-Apr-2011 20:30:47 EDT			715.0			Hunter, David			hunter@timefactor.com						Individual			513.0			Producer			Disapprove			TimeFactor			Editorial			1210.0			11.5.1.1			61.0			"cannot" may be a "shall".						Yes			Replace "cannot" with "is unable to".															


			1.1906000023E10			14-Apr-2011 20:30:47 EDT			714.0			Hunter, David			hunter@timefactor.com						Individual			512.0			Producer			Disapprove			TimeFactor			Editorial			1210.0			11.5.1.1			46.0			"cannot" may be a "shall".						Yes			Replace "cannot" with "are unable to".															


			1.1905900023E10			14-Apr-2011 20:30:47 EDT			713.0			Hunter, David			hunter@timefactor.com						Individual			511.0			Producer			Disapprove			TimeFactor			Editorial			1210.0			11.5.1.1			45.0			"can" may be a "may".						Yes			Replace "can still" with "still is able to" and replace "can be " with "might be".															


			1.1905800023E10			14-Apr-2011 20:30:47 EDT			712.0			Hunter, David			hunter@timefactor.com						Individual			510.0			Producer			Disapprove			TimeFactor			Technical			1209.0			11.4.13			53.0			"cannot" may be a "shall".						Yes			Replace "cannot" with "shall not".															


			1.1905700023E10			14-Apr-2011 20:30:47 EDT			711.0			Hunter, David			hunter@timefactor.com						Individual			509.0			Producer			Disapprove			TimeFactor			Editorial			1209.0			11.4.13			47.0			"can" may be a "may".						Yes			Replace "can" with "is able to".															


			1.1905600023E10			14-Apr-2011 20:30:47 EDT			710.0			Hunter, David			hunter@timefactor.com						Individual			508.0			Producer			Disapprove			TimeFactor			Editorial			1208.0			11.4.12			42.0			"cannot" may be a "shall".						Yes			Replace "an encrypted MPDU that cannot be decrypted might be received;" with "the STA might receive an MPDU that it is unable to decrypt".															


			1.1905500023E10			14-Apr-2011 20:30:47 EDT			709.0			Hunter, David			hunter@timefactor.com						Individual			507.0			Producer			Disapprove			TimeFactor			Technical			1208.0			11.4.12			33.0			Association, not joining.						Yes			Replace "joined" with "associated with a STA in an" and on line 36 replace "joined" with "associated with"..															


			1.1905400023E10			14-Apr-2011 20:30:47 EDT			708.0			Hunter, David			hunter@timefactor.com						Individual			506.0			Producer			Disapprove			TimeFactor			Editorial			1208.0			11.4.12			29.0			"can" may be a "may".						Yes			Replace "can" with "is able to".															


			1.1905300023E10			14-Apr-2011 20:30:47 EDT			707.0			Hunter, David			hunter@timefactor.com						Individual			505.0			Producer			Disapprove			TimeFactor			Technical			1207.0			11.4.11			58.0			Association, not joining.						Yes			Replace "joining" with "associating with a STA in" and add a comma after "and" on the next line.															


			1.1905200023E10			14-Apr-2011 20:30:47 EDT			706.0			Hunter, David			hunter@timefactor.com						Individual			504.0			Producer			Disapprove			TimeFactor			Technical			1207.0			11.4.11			49.0			Association, not joining.						Yes			Replace "joining" with "associating with a STA in", and add a comma after "and" on the next line.															


			1.1905100023E10			14-Apr-2011 20:30:47 EDT			705.0			Hunter, David			hunter@timefactor.com						Individual			503.0			Producer			Disapprove			TimeFactor			Editorial			1207.0			11.4.10			23.0			"can" may be a "may".						Yes			On lines 23 and 24 replace "can use" with "uses".															


			1.1905000023E10			14-Apr-2011 20:30:47 EDT			704.0			Hunter, David			hunter@timefactor.com						Individual			502.0			Producer			Disapprove			TimeFactor			Editorial			1207.0			11.4.10			13.0			"can" may be a "may".						Yes			On line 13 replace "can" with "are able to".  On lines 14 and 15 replace "can" with "is able to".															


			1.1904900023E10			14-Apr-2011 20:30:47 EDT			703.0			Hunter, David			hunter@timefactor.com						Individual			501.0			Producer			Disapprove			TimeFactor			Editorial			1207.0			11.4.10			10.0			"can" may be a "may".						Yes			Replace "Message 1 of the 4-Way Handshake can be forged." with "It is possible to forge Message 1 of the 4-Way Handshake."															


			1.1904800023E10			14-Apr-2011 20:30:47 EDT			702.0			Hunter, David			hunter@timefactor.com						Individual			500.0			Producer			Disapprove			TimeFactor			Editorial			1205.0			11.4.9			47.0			"can" may be a "may".						Yes			Replace "can be" with "are".															


			1.1904700023E10			14-Apr-2011 20:30:47 EDT			701.0			Hunter, David			hunter@timefactor.com						Individual			499.0			Producer			Disapprove			TimeFactor			Technical			1205.0			11.4.8.3			20.0			"cannot" may be a "shall".						Yes			Replace "cannot" with "shall not".															


			1.1904600023E10			14-Apr-2011 20:30:47 EDT			700.0			Hunter, David			hunter@timefactor.com						Individual			498.0			Producer			Disapprove			TimeFactor			Technical			1205.0			11.4.8.3			19.0			"can" may be a "may".						Yes			Replace "can" with "may".															


			1.1904500023E10			14-Apr-2011 20:30:47 EDT			699.0			Hunter, David			hunter@timefactor.com						Individual			497.0			Producer			Disapprove			TimeFactor			Technical			1204.0			11.4.8.2			61.0			"can" may be a "may".						Yes			Replace "can" with "may".															


			1.1904400023E10			14-Apr-2011 20:30:47 EDT			698.0			Hunter, David			hunter@timefactor.com						Individual			496.0			Producer			Disapprove			TimeFactor			Technical			1204.0			11.4.8.2			42.0			"can" may be a "may".						Yes			Replace "can" with "may".															


			1.1904300023E10			14-Apr-2011 20:30:47 EDT			697.0			Hunter, David			hunter@timefactor.com						Individual			495.0			Producer			Disapprove			TimeFactor			Editorial			1204.0			11.4.8.2			31.0			"can" may be a "may".						Yes			Replace "can" with "might".															


			1.1904200023E10			14-Apr-2011 20:30:47 EDT			696.0			Hunter, David			hunter@timefactor.com						Individual			494.0			Producer			Disapprove			TimeFactor			Editorial			1204.0			11.4.8.2			17.0			"can" may be a "may".						Yes			Replace "can" with "might".															


			1.1904100023E10			14-Apr-2011 20:30:47 EDT			695.0			Hunter, David			hunter@timefactor.com						Individual			493.0			Producer			Disapprove			TimeFactor			Editorial			1204.0			11.4.8.1			7.0			"can" may be a "may".						Yes			Replace "can" with "is able to".															


			1.1904000023E10			14-Apr-2011 20:30:47 EDT			694.0			Hunter, David			hunter@timefactor.com						Individual			492.0			Producer			Disapprove			TimeFactor			Technical			1203.0			11.4.8			64.0			"can" may be a "may".						Yes			Replace "can" with "may".															


			1.1903900023E10			14-Apr-2011 20:30:47 EDT			693.0			Hunter, David			hunter@timefactor.com						Individual			491.0			Producer			Disapprove			TimeFactor			Editorial			1203.0			11.4.7			47.0			"can" may be a "may".						Yes			Replace "can protect" with "protects".															


			1.1903800023E10			14-Apr-2011 20:30:47 EDT			692.0			Hunter, David			hunter@timefactor.com						Individual			490.0			Producer			Disapprove			TimeFactor			Technical			1203.0			11.4.6			3.0			"can" may be a "may".						Yes			Replace "can" with "may".															


			1.1903700023E10			14-Apr-2011 20:30:47 EDT			691.0			Hunter, David			hunter@timefactor.com						Individual			489.0			Producer			Disapprove			TimeFactor			Editorial			1203.0			11.4.6			2.0			"cannot" may be a "shall".						Yes			Replace "cannot" with "still is not able to".															


			1.1903600023E10			14-Apr-2011 20:30:47 EDT			690.0			Hunter, David			hunter@timefactor.com						Individual			488.0			Producer			Disapprove			TimeFactor			Editorial			1202.0			11.4.5			9.0			"can" may be a "may".						Yes			Replace the second "can" with "is able to".															


			1.1903500023E10			14-Apr-2011 20:30:47 EDT			689.0			Hunter, David			hunter@timefactor.com						Individual			487.0			Producer			Disapprove			TimeFactor			Editorial			1202.0			11.4.5			9.0			"can" may be a "may".						Yes			Replace the first "can" with "might".															


			1.1903400023E10			14-Apr-2011 20:30:47 EDT			688.0			Hunter, David			hunter@timefactor.com						Individual			486.0			Producer			Disapprove			TimeFactor			Editorial			1202.0			11.4.5			7.0			"can" may be a "may".						Yes			Replace "can" with "might".															


			1.1903300023E10			14-Apr-2011 20:30:47 EDT			687.0			Hunter, David			hunter@timefactor.com						Individual			485.0			Producer			Disapprove			TimeFactor			Editorial			1200.0			11.4.3			23.0			"can" may be a "may".						Yes			Replace "can" with "is able to".															


			1.1903200023E10			14-Apr-2011 20:30:47 EDT			686.0			Hunter, David			hunter@timefactor.com						Individual			484.0			Producer			Disapprove			TimeFactor			Technical			1199.0			11.4.1.3.3			10.0			Association, not joining.						Yes			Replace "joining" with "that is associating with".															


			1.1903100023E10			14-Apr-2011 20:30:47 EDT			685.0			Hunter, David			hunter@timefactor.com						Individual			483.0			Producer			Disapprove			TimeFactor			Editorial			1199.0			11.4.1.3.3			7.0			"can" may be a "may".						Yes			Replace "can" with "might".															


			1.1903000023E10			14-Apr-2011 20:30:47 EDT			684.0			Hunter, David			hunter@timefactor.com						Individual			482.0			Producer			Disapprove			TimeFactor			Editorial			1198.0			11.4.1.3.2			63.0			"cannot" may be a "shall".						Yes			Replace "they cannot be used" with "it is not possible to employ them".															


			1.1902900023E10			14-Apr-2011 20:30:47 EDT			683.0			Hunter, David			hunter@timefactor.com						Individual			481.0			Producer			Disapprove			TimeFactor			Editorial			1198.0			11.4.1.3.2			52.0			"can" may be a "may".						Yes			Replace "can request" with "requests".															


			1.1902800023E10			14-Apr-2011 20:30:47 EDT			682.0			Hunter, David			hunter@timefactor.com						Individual			480.0			Producer			Disapprove			TimeFactor			Technical			1198.0			11.4.1.3.2			42.0			"can" may be a "may".						Yes			Replace "can" with "may".															


			1.1902700023E10			14-Apr-2011 20:30:47 EDT			681.0			Hunter, David			hunter@timefactor.com						Individual			479.0			Producer			Disapprove			TimeFactor			Editorial			1198.0			11.4.1.3.2			41.0			"can" may be a "may".						Yes			Replace "can" with "might".															


			1.1902600023E10			14-Apr-2011 20:30:47 EDT			680.0			Hunter, David			hunter@timefactor.com						Individual			478.0			Producer			Disapprove			TimeFactor			Editorial			1198.0			11.4.1.3.2			39.0			"can" may be a "may".						Yes			Replace "can retain" with "retains".															


			1.1902500023E10			14-Apr-2011 20:30:47 EDT			679.0			Hunter, David			hunter@timefactor.com						Individual			477.0			Producer			Disapprove			TimeFactor			Editorial			1198.0			11.4.1.3.2			17.0			"can" may be a "may".						Yes			Replace "can deploy" with "deploys".															


			1.1902400023E10			14-Apr-2011 20:30:47 EDT			678.0			Hunter, David			hunter@timefactor.com						Individual			476.0			Producer			Disapprove			TimeFactor			Editorial			1198.0			11.4.1.3.2			16.0			"can" may be a "may".						Yes			Replace "can" with "is able to".															


			1.1902300023E10			14-Apr-2011 20:30:47 EDT			677.0			Hunter, David			hunter@timefactor.com						Individual			475.0			Producer			Disapprove			TimeFactor			Editorial			1198.0			11.4.1.3.2			14.0			"cannot" may be a "shall".						Yes			Replace "Any secure network cannot" with "No secure network is able to".															


			1.1902200023E10			14-Apr-2011 20:30:47 EDT			676.0			Hunter, David			hunter@timefactor.com						Individual			474.0			Producer			Disapprove			TimeFactor			Editorial			1197.0			11.4.1.3.1			40.0			"can" may be a "may".						Yes			Replace "can" with "is able to".															


			1.1902100023E10			14-Apr-2011 20:30:47 EDT			675.0			Hunter, David			hunter@timefactor.com						Individual			473.0			Producer			Disapprove			TimeFactor			Editorial			1196.0			11.4.1.1.6			11.0			"can" may be a "may".						Yes			Replace "can" with "might".															


			1.1902000023E10			14-Apr-2011 20:30:47 EDT			674.0			Hunter, David			hunter@timefactor.com						Individual			472.0			Producer			Disapprove			TimeFactor			Editorial			1194.0			11.4.1.1.2			26.0			"can" may be a "may".						Yes			Replace "can" with "might".															


			1.1901900023E10			14-Apr-2011 20:30:47 EDT			673.0			Hunter, David			hunter@timefactor.com						Individual			471.0			Producer			Disapprove			TimeFactor			Editorial			1187.0			11.3.3.3.3			34.0			"can" may be a "may".						Yes			On lines 34, 36 and 37 replace "can" with "might".															


			1.1901800023E10			14-Apr-2011 20:30:47 EDT			672.0			Hunter, David			hunter@timefactor.com						Individual			470.0			Producer			Disapprove			TimeFactor			Editorial			1185.0			11.3.3.1			9.0			"can" may be a "may".						Yes			Replace "can be used" with "is usable"															


			1.1901700023E10			14-Apr-2011 20:30:47 EDT			671.0			Hunter, David			hunter@timefactor.com						Individual			469.0			Producer			Disapprove			TimeFactor			Editorial			1184.0			11.3.2.5.4			9.0			"can" may be a "may".						Yes			Replace "can" with "is able to".															


			1.1901600023E10			14-Apr-2011 20:30:47 EDT			670.0			Hunter, David			hunter@timefactor.com						Individual			468.0			Producer			Disapprove			TimeFactor			Editorial			1182.0			11.3.2.5.2			46.0			"can" may be a "may".						Yes			Replace "Implementations can" with "It is possible for implementations to".															


			1.1901500023E10			14-Apr-2011 20:30:47 EDT			669.0			Hunter, David			hunter@timefactor.com						Individual			467.0			Producer			Disapprove			TimeFactor			Editorial			1180.0			11.3.2.5.2			52.0			"can" may be a "may".						Yes			Replace "can" with "might".															


			1.1901400023E10			14-Apr-2011 20:30:47 EDT			668.0			Hunter, David			hunter@timefactor.com						Individual			466.0			Producer			Disapprove			TimeFactor			Editorial			1180.0			11.3.2.5.2			42.0			"can" may be a "may".						Yes			Replace "can be" with "usually is".															


			1.1901300023E10			14-Apr-2011 20:30:47 EDT			667.0			Hunter, David			hunter@timefactor.com						Individual			465.0			Producer			Disapprove			TimeFactor			Editorial			1179.0			11.3.2.4.3			39.0			"cannot" may be a "shall".						Yes			Replace "cannot be certain that the frame has not been forged, as it" with "is unable to verify that the frame has not been forged, since the frame".															


			1.1901200023E10			14-Apr-2011 20:30:47 EDT			666.0			Hunter, David			hunter@timefactor.com						Individual			464.0			Producer			Disapprove			TimeFactor			Editorial			1178.0			11.3.2.4.2			5.0			"can" may be a "may".						Yes			Replace "so that the AP can" with "so the AP is able to".															


			1.1901100023E10			14-Apr-2011 20:30:47 EDT			665.0			Hunter, David			hunter@timefactor.com						Individual			463.0			Producer			Disapprove			TimeFactor			Editorial			1175.0			11.3.2.3.2			42.0			"can" may be a "may".						Yes			Replace "can" with "is able to".															


			1.1901000023E10			14-Apr-2011 20:30:47 EDT			664.0			Hunter, David			hunter@timefactor.com						Individual			462.0			Producer			Disapprove			TimeFactor			Editorial			1175.0			11.3.2.3.2			39.0			"cannot" may be a "shall".						Yes			Replace the "cannot" with "does not" and the second with "is not able to".															


			1.1900900023E10			14-Apr-2011 20:30:47 EDT			663.0			Hunter, David			hunter@timefactor.com						Individual			461.0			Producer			Disapprove			TimeFactor			Editorial			1175.0			11.3.2.3.2			22.0			"can" may be a "may".						Yes			On lines 22 and 23 replace "can" with "might".															


			1.1900800023E10			14-Apr-2011 20:30:47 EDT			662.0			Hunter, David			hunter@timefactor.com						Individual			460.0			Producer			Disapprove			TimeFactor			Editorial			1174.0			11.3.2.3.1			10.0			"can" may be a "may".						Yes			Replace "can be achieved" with "it is possible to achieve".															


			1.1900700023E10			14-Apr-2011 20:30:47 EDT			661.0			Hunter, David			hunter@timefactor.com						Individual			459.0			Producer			Disapprove			TimeFactor			Editorial			1171.0			11.3.2.2			16.0			An in-line "note" that is neither a "NOTE--" nor a "note that".  Also "can" may be a "may".						Yes			Replace "Note the figure only depicts the case when the MSDU can be" with "Note that the figure only depicts the case in which the MSDU is".															


			1.1900600023E10			14-Apr-2011 20:30:47 EDT			660.0			Hunter, David			hunter@timefactor.com						Individual			458.0			Producer			Disapprove			TimeFactor			Editorial			1171.0			11.3.2.1.1			7.0			"can" may be a "may".						Yes			Replace "can" with "is able to".															


			1.1900500023E10			14-Apr-2011 20:30:47 EDT			659.0			Hunter, David			hunter@timefactor.com						Individual			457.0			Producer			Disapprove			TimeFactor			Editorial			1162.0			11.2.2.1			22.0			"can" may be a "may".						Yes			Replace "WEP can" with " 'WEP' might".  Also replace "WEP-104" on line 21 with " 'WEP-104' ".															


			1.1900400023E10			14-Apr-2011 20:30:47 EDT			658.0			Hunter, David			hunter@timefactor.com						Individual			456.0			Producer			Disapprove			TimeFactor			Editorial			1162.0			11.1.6			1.0			"can" may be a "may".						Yes			Replace "can be used" with "is available for use".															


			1.1900300023E10			14-Apr-2011 20:30:47 EDT			657.0			Hunter, David			hunter@timefactor.com						Individual			455.0			Producer			Disapprove			TimeFactor			Editorial			1161.0			11.1.6			60.0			"can" may be a "may".						Yes			Replace "can validate" with "validates".															


			1.1900200023E10			14-Apr-2011 20:30:47 EDT			656.0			Hunter, David			hunter@timefactor.com						Individual			454.0			Producer			Disapprove			TimeFactor			Editorial			1161.0			11.1.6			50.0			"can" may be a "may".						Yes			Replace "can" with "might".															


			1.1900100023E10			14-Apr-2011 20:30:47 EDT			655.0			Hunter, David			hunter@timefactor.com						Individual			453.0			Producer			Disapprove			TimeFactor			Editorial			1161.0			11.1.6			48.0			"cannot" may be a "shall".						Yes			Replace "where server and client credentials cannot be differentiated" with "in which server and client credentials are not distinct".															


			1.1900000023E10			14-Apr-2011 20:30:47 EDT			654.0			Hunter, David			hunter@timefactor.com						Individual			452.0			Producer			Disapprove			TimeFactor			Editorial			1161.0			11.1.6			45.0			"cannot" may be a "shall".						Yes			Replace "LANs and cannot be removed without exposing both the STAs" with LANs; without this assumption both of the STAs would be exposed".															


			1.1899900023E10			14-Apr-2011 20:30:47 EDT			653.0			Hunter, David			hunter@timefactor.com						Individual			451.0			Producer			Disapprove			TimeFactor			Editorial			1161.0			11.1.6			40.0			"can" may be a "may".						Yes			Replace "can" with "is able to".															


			1.1899800023E10			14-Apr-2011 20:30:47 EDT			652.0			Hunter, David			hunter@timefactor.com						Individual			450.0			Producer			Disapprove			TimeFactor			Editorial			1160.0			11.1.4			51.0			"can" may be a "may".						Yes			Replace "can" with "might".															


			1.1894700023E10			14-Apr-2011 20:30:47 EDT			601.0			Hunter, David			hunter@timefactor.com						Individual			399.0			Producer			Disapprove			TimeFactor			Technical			1098.0			10.16.2			64.0			Normative term in a footnote.						Yes			Replace "may" with "might".															


			1.1894600023E10			14-Apr-2011 20:30:47 EDT			600.0			Hunter, David			hunter@timefactor.com						Individual			398.0			Producer			Disapprove			TimeFactor			Editorial			1098.0			10.16.2			63.0			"can" may be a "may".						Yes			Replace "can" with "might".															


			1.1894500023E10			14-Apr-2011 20:30:47 EDT			599.0			Hunter, David			hunter@timefactor.com						Individual			397.0			Producer			Disapprove			TimeFactor			Editorial			1097.0			10.16.1			32.0			"can" may be a "may".						Yes			Replace "can" with "might".															


			1.1894400023E10			14-Apr-2011 20:30:47 EDT			598.0			Hunter, David			hunter@timefactor.com						Individual			396.0			Producer			Disapprove			TimeFactor			Editorial			1095.0			10.15.12			33.0			"can" may be a "may".						Yes			Replace "can" with "might".															


			1.1894300023E10			14-Apr-2011 20:30:47 EDT			597.0			Hunter, David			hunter@timefactor.com						Individual			395.0			Producer			Disapprove			TimeFactor			Editorial			1093.0			10.15.7			8.0			"can" may be a "may".						Yes			Replace "can" with "might".															


			1.1894200023E10			14-Apr-2011 20:30:47 EDT			596.0			Hunter, David			hunter@timefactor.com						Individual			394.0			Producer			Disapprove			TimeFactor			Technical			1090.0			10.15.4.2			5.0			"can" may be a "may".						Yes			Replace "can" with "may".															


			1.1894100023E10			14-Apr-2011 20:30:47 EDT			595.0			Hunter, David			hunter@timefactor.com						Individual			393.0			Producer			Disapprove			TimeFactor			Editorial			1089.0			10.15.4.2			32.0			"can" may be a "may".						Yes			Replace "can" with "might".															


			1.1894000023E10			14-Apr-2011 20:30:47 EDT			594.0			Hunter, David			hunter@timefactor.com						Individual			392.0			Producer			Disapprove			TimeFactor			Editorial			1087.0			10.15.3.3			6.0			"cannot" may be a "shall".						Yes			Replace "cannot" with "is unable to"															


			1.1893900023E10			14-Apr-2011 20:30:47 EDT			593.0			Hunter, David			hunter@timefactor.com						Individual			391.0			Producer			Disapprove			TimeFactor			Editorial			1086.0			10.15.3.3			48.0			"can" may be a "may".						Yes			Replace "can" with "might".															


			1.1893800023E10			14-Apr-2011 20:30:47 EDT			592.0			Hunter, David			hunter@timefactor.com						Individual			390.0			Producer			Disapprove			TimeFactor			Editorial			1086.0			10.15.3.2			39.0			"can" may be a "may".						Yes			Replace "can" with "might".															


			1.1893700023E10			14-Apr-2011 20:30:47 EDT			591.0			Hunter, David			hunter@timefactor.com						Individual			389.0			Producer			Disapprove			TimeFactor			Technical			1085.0			10.15.3.2			42.0			"can" may be a "may".						Yes			Replace "can" with "shall".															


			1.1893600023E10			14-Apr-2011 20:30:47 EDT			590.0			Hunter, David			hunter@timefactor.com						Individual			388.0			Producer			Disapprove			TimeFactor			Editorial			1085.0			10.15.3.2			30.0			"can" may be a "may".						Yes			Replace "can" with "is able to".															


			1.1893500023E10			14-Apr-2011 20:30:47 EDT			589.0			Hunter, David			hunter@timefactor.com						Individual			387.0			Producer			Disapprove			TimeFactor			Editorial			1084.0			10.15.2			9.0			"can" may be a "may".						Yes			On lines 9 and 12 replace "can" with "might".															


			1.1893400023E10			14-Apr-2011 20:30:47 EDT			588.0			Hunter, David			hunter@timefactor.com						Individual			386.0			Producer			Disapprove			TimeFactor			Technical			1082.0			10.12.5			18.0			"can" may be a "may".						Yes			Replace "can" with "may".															


			1.1893300023E10			14-Apr-2011 20:30:47 EDT			587.0			Hunter, David			hunter@timefactor.com						Individual			385.0			Producer			Disapprove			TimeFactor			Technical			1080.0			10.12.4			57.0			"can" may be a "may".						Yes			On lines 57 and 64 replace "can" with "may".															


			1.1893200023E10			14-Apr-2011 20:30:47 EDT			586.0			Hunter, David			hunter@timefactor.com						Individual			384.0			Producer			Disapprove			TimeFactor			Technical			1077.0			10.12.1			21.0			"can" may be a "may".						Yes			Replace "can" with "may".															


			1.1893100023E10			14-Apr-2011 20:30:47 EDT			585.0			Hunter, David			hunter@timefactor.com						Individual			383.0			Producer			Disapprove			TimeFactor			Editorial			1075.0			10.11.17			27.0			"cannot" may be a "shall".						Yes			Replace "cannot" with "will not".															


			1.1893000023E10			14-Apr-2011 20:30:47 EDT			584.0			Hunter, David			hunter@timefactor.com						Individual			382.0			Producer			Disapprove			TimeFactor			Editorial			1075.0			10.11.17			21.0			"can" may be a "may".						Yes			Replace "can" with "will".															


			1.1892900023E10			14-Apr-2011 20:30:47 EDT			583.0			Hunter, David			hunter@timefactor.com						Individual			381.0			Producer			Disapprove			TimeFactor			Editorial			1074.0			10.11.15.2			7.0			"can" may be a "may".						Yes			Replace "can" with "might".															


			1.1892800023E10			14-Apr-2011 20:30:47 EDT			582.0			Hunter, David			hunter@timefactor.com						Individual			380.0			Producer			Disapprove			TimeFactor			Editorial			1072.0			10.11.15.1			43.0			"can" may be a "may".						Yes			Replace "can transmit MPs, and if the device is a non-AP STA, it can receive the MPs and can use" with "might transmit MPs, and, if the device is a non-AP STA, it might receive the MPs and use".															


			1.1877500023E10			14-Apr-2011 20:30:47 EDT			429.0			Hunter, David			hunter@timefactor.com						Individual			227.0			Producer			Disapprove			TimeFactor			Editorial			817.0			8.5.14.29			47.0			"can" may be a "may".						Yes			Replace "can" with "might".															


			1.1877400023E10			14-Apr-2011 20:30:47 EDT			428.0			Hunter, David			hunter@timefactor.com						Individual			226.0			Producer			Disapprove			TimeFactor			Editorial			816.0			8.5.14.28			36.0			"can" may be a "may".						Yes			Replace "can" with "might".															


			1.1877300023E10			14-Apr-2011 20:30:47 EDT			427.0			Hunter, David			hunter@timefactor.com						Individual			225.0			Producer			Disapprove			TimeFactor			Editorial			793.0			8.5.13.12			18.0			"can" may be a "may".						Yes			Replace "can" with "is available to"															


			1.1877200023E10			14-Apr-2011 20:30:47 EDT			426.0			Hunter, David			hunter@timefactor.com						Individual			224.0			Producer			Disapprove			TimeFactor			Technical			780.0			8.5.12.2			50.0			"can" may be a "may".						Yes			Replace "can" with "may".															


			1.1877100023E10			14-Apr-2011 20:30:47 EDT			425.0			Hunter, David			hunter@timefactor.com						Individual			223.0			Producer			Disapprove			TimeFactor			Technical			756.0			8.5.7.6			62.0			"can" may be a "may".						Yes			Replace "can" with "may".															


			1.1877000023E10			14-Apr-2011 20:30:47 EDT			424.0			Hunter, David			hunter@timefactor.com						Individual			222.0			Producer			Disapprove			TimeFactor			Editorial			756.0			8.5.7.6			60.0			"can" may be a "may".						Yes			Replace "can" with "might".															


			1.1876900023E10			14-Apr-2011 20:30:47 EDT			423.0			Hunter, David			hunter@timefactor.com						Individual			221.0			Producer			Disapprove			TimeFactor			Editorial			755.0			8.5.7.5			57.0			"can" may be a "may".						Yes			Replace "can" with "might".															


			1.1876800023E10			14-Apr-2011 20:30:47 EDT			422.0			Hunter, David			hunter@timefactor.com						Individual			220.0			Producer			Disapprove			TimeFactor			Editorial			754.0			8.5.7.4			42.0			"can" may be a "may".						Yes			Replace "can" with "might".															


			1.1876700023E10			14-Apr-2011 20:30:47 EDT			421.0			Hunter, David			hunter@timefactor.com						Individual			219.0			Producer			Disapprove			TimeFactor			Editorial			739.0			8.4.4.16			49.0			"can" may be a "may".						Yes			Replace "can" with "is available to be".															


			1.1876600023E10			14-Apr-2011 20:30:47 EDT			420.0			Hunter, David			hunter@timefactor.com						Individual			218.0			Producer			Disapprove			TimeFactor			Technical			738.0			8.4.4.13			37.0			Normative term and "can" in a definition.						Yes			Replace "can" with "might" on lines 36 and 39.  Replace "URIs received via this method should not be sent" with "it is recommended that URIs  received via this method not be sent" on line 37.															


			1.1876500023E10			14-Apr-2011 20:30:47 EDT			419.0			Hunter, David			hunter@timefactor.com						Individual			217.0			Producer			Disapprove			TimeFactor			Editorial			738.0			8.4.4.13			9.0			"can" may be a "may".						Yes			Replace "to where the location information for the AP can be retrieved." with "from which the AP's location information might be retrieved".															


			1.1876400023E10			14-Apr-2011 20:30:47 EDT			418.0			Hunter, David			hunter@timefactor.com						Individual			216.0			Producer			Disapprove			TimeFactor			Technical			736.0			8.4.4.9			35.0			"can" may be a "may".						Yes			Replace "can" with "may".															


			1.1876300023E10			14-Apr-2011 20:30:47 EDT			417.0			Hunter, David			hunter@timefactor.com						Individual			215.0			Producer			Disapprove			TimeFactor			Technical			722.0			8.4.2.98			35.0			"can" may be a "may".						Yes			Replace "can" with "may".															


			1.1876200023E10			14-Apr-2011 20:30:47 EDT			416.0			Hunter, David			hunter@timefactor.com						Individual			214.0			Producer			Disapprove			TimeFactor			Editorial			720.0			8.4.2.95			2.0			"can" may be a "may".						Yes			Replace "can" with "is able to".															


			1.1876100023E10			14-Apr-2011 20:30:47 EDT			415.0			Hunter, David			hunter@timefactor.com						Individual			213.0			Producer			Disapprove			TimeFactor			Editorial			705.0			8.4.2.85			31.0			"cannot" may be a "shall".						Yes			Replace "cannot be" with "is not".															


			1.1876000023E10			14-Apr-2011 20:30:47 EDT			414.0			Hunter, David			hunter@timefactor.com						Individual			212.0			Producer			Disapprove			TimeFactor			Technical			705.0			8.4.2.85			28.0			"can" may be a "may".						Yes			Replace "can" with "may".															


			1.1875900023E10			14-Apr-2011 20:30:47 EDT			413.0			Hunter, David			hunter@timefactor.com						Individual			211.0			Producer			Disapprove			TimeFactor			Technical			700.0			8.4.2.81			42.0			"can" may be a "may".						Yes			Replace "can" with "may" on lines 42 and 62.															


			1.1875800023E10			14-Apr-2011 20:30:47 EDT			412.0			Hunter, David			hunter@timefactor.com						Individual			210.0			Producer			Disapprove			TimeFactor			Editorial			698.0			8.4.2.70			29.0			Repeat of comment from a previous SB:  "will" is strongly discouraged in IEEE standards, and is not a mere prediction of the future here.						Yes			Replave "will use" with "uses".															


			1.1875700023E10			14-Apr-2011 20:30:47 EDT			411.0			Hunter, David			hunter@timefactor.com						Individual			209.0			Producer			Disapprove			TimeFactor			Editorial			696.0			8.4.2.78			10.0			Repeat of comment from a previous SB:  "will" is strongly discouraged in IEEE standards, and is not a mere prediction of the future here.						Yes			Replace "will support" with "supports".															


			1.1874600023E10			14-Apr-2011 20:30:47 EDT			400.0			Hunter, David			hunter@timefactor.com						Individual			198.0			Producer			Disapprove			TimeFactor			Editorial			642.0			8.4.2.58.6			6.0			"can" may be a "may".						Yes			Replace "can" with "is able to" on lines 6, 8, 10, 14, 17, 21, 26, 30,35, 40 51, 56, and 61.  Replace "cannot" with "is not able to" on line 9.															


			1.1874500023E10			14-Apr-2011 20:30:47 EDT			399.0			Hunter, David			hunter@timefactor.com						Individual			197.0			Producer			Disapprove			TimeFactor			Editorial			641.0			8.4.2.58.6			48.0			"can" may be a "may".						Yes			Replace "can" with "is able to" on lines 48,51,54,57,60 and 62.															


			1.1874400023E10			14-Apr-2011 20:30:47 EDT			398.0			Hunter, David			hunter@timefactor.com						Individual			196.0			Producer			Disapprove			TimeFactor			Editorial			640.0			8.4.2.58.5			14.0			"can" may be a "may".						Yes			Replace "can" with "is able to" on lines 14, 17, 23, 36 and 40.															


			1.1874300023E10			14-Apr-2011 20:30:47 EDT			397.0			Hunter, David			hunter@timefactor.com						Individual			195.0			Producer			Disapprove			TimeFactor			Editorial			638.0			8.4.2.58.3			11.0			"can" may be a "may".						Yes			Replace "can" with "is able to" both here and on lline 17.															


			1.1874200023E10			14-Apr-2011 20:30:47 EDT			396.0			Hunter, David			hunter@timefactor.com						Individual			194.0			Producer			Disapprove			TimeFactor			Editorial			627.0			8.4.2.49			40.0			"can" may be a "may".						Yes			Replace "can" with "might".															


			1.1874100023E10			14-Apr-2011 20:30:47 EDT			395.0			Hunter, David			hunter@timefactor.com						Individual			193.0			Producer			Disapprove			TimeFactor			Editorial			626.0			8.4.2.48			21.0			"can" may be a "may".						Yes			Replace "can" with "might".															


			1.1874000023E10			14-Apr-2011 20:30:47 EDT			394.0			Hunter, David			hunter@timefactor.com						Individual			192.0			Producer			Disapprove			TimeFactor			Editorial			619.0			8.4.2.44			32.0			"can" may be a "may".						Yes			Replace "can" with "might".															


			1.1873900023E10			14-Apr-2011 20:30:47 EDT			393.0			Hunter, David			hunter@timefactor.com						Individual			191.0			Producer			Disapprove			TimeFactor			Editorial			614.0			8.4.2.39			60.0			Repeat of comment from a previous SB:  "will" is strongly discouraged in IEEE standards, and is not a mere prediction of the future here.						Yes			Replace "will occur" with "occurs".															


			1.1873800023E10			14-Apr-2011 20:30:47 EDT			392.0			Hunter, David			hunter@timefactor.com						Individual			190.0			Producer			Disapprove			TimeFactor			Editorial			614.0			8.4.2.39			57.0			"can" may be a "may".						Yes			Replace "can" with "might".															


			1.1873700023E10			14-Apr-2011 20:30:47 EDT			391.0			Hunter, David			hunter@timefactor.com						Individual			189.0			Producer			Disapprove			TimeFactor			Editorial			611.0			8.4.2.39			20.0			"can" may be a "may".						Yes			Replace "can" with "might".															


			1.1873600023E10			14-Apr-2011 20:30:47 EDT			390.0			Hunter, David			hunter@timefactor.com						Individual			188.0			Producer			Disapprove			TimeFactor			Editorial			610.0			8.4.2.39			47.0			"can" may be a "may".						Yes			Replace "can be" with "is".															


			1.1873500023E10			14-Apr-2011 20:30:47 EDT			389.0			Hunter, David			hunter@timefactor.com						Individual			187.0			Producer			Disapprove			TimeFactor			Editorial			610.0			8.4.2.39			39.0			"can" may be a "may".						Yes			Replace "can" with "might".															


			1.1873400023E10			14-Apr-2011 20:30:47 EDT			388.0			Hunter, David			hunter@timefactor.com						Individual			186.0			Producer			Disapprove			TimeFactor			Editorial			610.0			8.4.2.38			12.0			"can" may be a "may".						Yes			Replace "can" with "might".															


			1.1873300023E10			14-Apr-2011 20:30:47 EDT			387.0			Hunter, David			hunter@timefactor.com						Individual			185.0			Producer			Disapprove			TimeFactor			Editorial			590.0			8.4.2.28			32.0			"can" may be a "may".						Yes			Replace "can" with "might".															


			1.1873200023E10			14-Apr-2011 20:30:47 EDT			386.0			Hunter, David			hunter@timefactor.com						Individual			184.0			Producer			Disapprove			TimeFactor			Editorial			589.0			8.4.2.27.5			55.0			"can" may be a "may".						Yes			Replace "can" with "might".															


			1.1873100023E10			14-Apr-2011 20:30:47 EDT			385.0			Hunter, David			hunter@timefactor.com						Individual			183.0			Producer			Disapprove			TimeFactor			Editorial			588.0			8.4.2.27.4			35.0			"can" may be a "may".						Yes			Replace "can" with "is able to" and on line 39 replace "cannot" with "is not able to".															


			1.1873000023E10			14-Apr-2011 20:30:47 EDT			384.0			Hunter, David			hunter@timefactor.com						Individual			182.0			Producer			Disapprove			TimeFactor			Technical			585.0			8.4.2.27.2			35.0			Association, not joining.						Yes			Replace "join" with "associate with".															


			1.1872900023E10			14-Apr-2011 20:30:47 EDT			383.0			Hunter, David			hunter@timefactor.com						Individual			181.0			Producer			Disapprove			TimeFactor			Editorial			580.0			8.4.2.24.14			15.0			"can" may be a "may".						Yes			On line 15 delete "where" and on line 16 delete "can be retrieved"															


			1.1872800023E10			14-Apr-2011 20:30:47 EDT			382.0			Hunter, David			hunter@timefactor.com						Individual			180.0			Producer			Disapprove			TimeFactor			Editorial			573.0			8.4.2.24.13			52.0			"can" may be a "may".						Yes			Replace "can" with "might".															


			1.1872700023E10			14-Apr-2011 20:30:47 EDT			381.0			Hunter, David			hunter@timefactor.com						Individual			179.0			Producer			Disapprove			TimeFactor			Technical			571.0			8.4.2.24.12			40.0			"can" may be a "may".						Yes			Replace "can" with "may".															


			1.1872600023E10			14-Apr-2011 20:30:47 EDT			380.0			Hunter, David			hunter@timefactor.com						Individual			178.0			Producer			Disapprove			TimeFactor			Editorial			570.0			8.4.2.24.11			41.0			"can" may be a "may".						Yes			Replace "can" with "might".															


			1.1892700023E10			14-Apr-2011 20:30:47 EDT			581.0			Hunter, David			hunter@timefactor.com						Individual			379.0			Producer			Disapprove			TimeFactor			Editorial			1071.0			10.11.14			64.0			"can" may be a "may".						Yes			Replace "can" with "might".															


			1.1892600023E10			14-Apr-2011 20:30:47 EDT			580.0			Hunter, David			hunter@timefactor.com						Individual			378.0			Producer			Disapprove			TimeFactor			Editorial			1071.0			10.11.14			63.0			"cannot" may be a "shall".						Yes			Replace "The set cannot be described by n=8 for instance since" with "For instance, n=8 does not describe the set, since".															


			1.1892500023E10			14-Apr-2011 20:30:47 EDT			579.0			Hunter, David			hunter@timefactor.com						Individual			377.0			Producer			Disapprove			TimeFactor			Editorial			1070.0			10.11.10.1			21.0			"can" may be a "may".						Yes			On lines 21, 22 and 23 replace "can" with "might".															


			1.1892400023E10			14-Apr-2011 20:30:47 EDT			578.0			Hunter, David			hunter@timefactor.com						Individual			376.0			Producer			Disapprove			TimeFactor			Editorial			1069.0			10.11.9.10			54.0			"can" may be a "may".						Yes			Replace "can be" with "is".															


			1.1892300023E10			14-Apr-2011 20:30:47 EDT			577.0			Hunter, David			hunter@timefactor.com						Individual			375.0			Producer			Disapprove			TimeFactor			Editorial			1065.0			10.11.9.7			26.0			"cannot" may be a "shall".						Yes			Replace "A Measurement Pause cannot be processed" with "It is not possible to process a measurement pause"															


			1.1892200023E10			14-Apr-2011 20:30:47 EDT			576.0			Hunter, David			hunter@timefactor.com						Individual			374.0			Producer			Disapprove			TimeFactor			Editorial			1065.0			10.11.9.7			4.0			"measurement pause" is not a frame, field, etc., so does not need initial caps.						Yes			(Similarly to the change already made in clause 4) replace "Measurement Pause" with "measurement pause throughout the draft text.															


			1.1892100023E10			14-Apr-2011 20:30:47 EDT			575.0			Hunter, David			hunter@timefactor.com						Individual			373.0			Producer			Disapprove			TimeFactor			Editorial			1064.0			10.11.9.6			7.0			"can" may be a "may".						Yes			Replace "can" with "might".															


			1.1892000023E10			14-Apr-2011 20:30:47 EDT			574.0			Hunter, David			hunter@timefactor.com						Individual			372.0			Producer			Disapprove			TimeFactor			Editorial			1063.0			10.11.9.6			42.0			"can" may be a "may".						Yes			Replace "can" with "might".															


			1.1891900023E10			14-Apr-2011 20:30:47 EDT			573.0			Hunter, David			hunter@timefactor.com						Individual			371.0			Producer			Disapprove			TimeFactor			Editorial			1062.0			10.11.9.5			26.0			"cannot" may be a "shall".						Yes			Replace "cannot" with "is not able to".															


			1.1891800023E10			14-Apr-2011 20:30:47 EDT			572.0			Hunter, David			hunter@timefactor.com						Individual			370.0			Producer			Disapprove			TimeFactor			Editorial			1055.0			10.11.6			9.0			"can" may be a "may".						Yes			Replace "can" with "might".															


			1.1891700023E10			14-Apr-2011 20:30:47 EDT			571.0			Hunter, David			hunter@timefactor.com						Individual			369.0			Producer			Disapprove			TimeFactor			Technical			1055.0			10.11.6			8.0			Normative term in a NOTE.						Yes			Replace "the requesting STA should" with "it is recommended that the requesting STA".															


			1.1891600023E10			14-Apr-2011 20:30:47 EDT			570.0			Hunter, David			hunter@timefactor.com						Individual			368.0			Producer			Disapprove			TimeFactor			Editorial			1054.0			10.11.6			50.0			"cannot" may be a "shall".						Yes			Replace "cannot" with "is not able to".															


			1.1891500023E10			14-Apr-2011 20:30:47 EDT			569.0			Hunter, David			hunter@timefactor.com						Individual			367.0			Producer			Disapprove			TimeFactor			Editorial			1054.0			10.11.6			45.0			The response is not incapable, it is a response of "incapable".						Yes			Replace "incapable response" with "response of 'incapable'".															


			1.1891400023E10			14-Apr-2011 20:30:47 EDT			568.0			Hunter, David			hunter@timefactor.com						Individual			366.0			Producer			Disapprove			TimeFactor			Editorial			1054.0			10.11.6			21.0			"can" may be a "may".						Yes			Delete "respectively can".															


			1.1891300023E10			14-Apr-2011 20:30:47 EDT			567.0			Hunter, David			hunter@timefactor.com						Individual			365.0			Producer			Disapprove			TimeFactor			Technical			1052.0			10.11.5			31.0			"can" may be a "may".						Yes			Replace "can" with "may".															


			1.1891200023E10			14-Apr-2011 20:30:47 EDT			566.0			Hunter, David			hunter@timefactor.com						Individual			364.0			Producer			Disapprove			TimeFactor			Editorial			1050.0			10.11.1			8.0			"can" may be a "may".						Yes			On lines 8 and 13 replace "can" with "might".															


			1.1891100023E10			14-Apr-2011 20:30:47 EDT			565.0			Hunter, David			hunter@timefactor.com						Individual			363.0			Producer			Disapprove			TimeFactor			Editorial			1049.0			10.10.3.2			18.0			"can" may be a "may".						Yes			Replace "can" with "might".															


			1.1891000023E10			14-Apr-2011 20:30:47 EDT			564.0			Hunter, David			hunter@timefactor.com						Individual			362.0			Producer			Disapprove			TimeFactor			Editorial			1047.0			10.10.1			62.0			"can" may be a "may".						Yes			Replace "can perform" with "is able to".															


			1.1890900023E10			14-Apr-2011 20:30:47 EDT			563.0			Hunter, David			hunter@timefactor.com						Individual			361.0			Producer			Disapprove			TimeFactor			Editorial			1047.0			10.10.1			53.0			"can" may be a "may".						Yes			Delete "can be used to".															


			1.1890800023E10			14-Apr-2011 20:30:47 EDT			562.0			Hunter, David			hunter@timefactor.com						Individual			360.0			Producer			Disapprove			TimeFactor			Editorial			1047.0			10.9.8.4			17.0			"can" may be a "may".						Yes			Replace "can be achieved" with "is achievable".															


			1.1890700023E10			14-Apr-2011 20:30:47 EDT			561.0			Hunter, David			hunter@timefactor.com						Individual			359.0			Producer			Disapprove			TimeFactor			Editorial			1045.0			10.9.8.3			31.0			"cannot" may be a "shall".						Yes			Replace "A 20/40 MHz IBSS cannot be changed to a 20 MHz IBSS, and a 20 MHz IBSS cannot be changed to a 20/40 MHz IBSS." with "It is not possible to change a 20/40 MHz IBSS to a 20 MHz IBSS, nor a 20 MHz IBSS to a 20/40 MHz IBSS."															


			1.1890600023E10			14-Apr-2011 20:30:47 EDT			560.0			Hunter, David			hunter@timefactor.com						Individual			358.0			Producer			Disapprove			TimeFactor			Editorial			1045.0			10.9.8.3			28.0			"cannot" may be a "shall".						Yes			Replace "cannot be guaranteed" with "is not possible to guarantee".															


			1.1890500023E10			14-Apr-2011 20:30:47 EDT			559.0			Hunter, David			hunter@timefactor.com						Individual			357.0			Producer			Disapprove			TimeFactor			Editorial			1045.0			10.9.8.3			24.0			"can" may be a "may".						Yes			Replace "can be used to" with "will:"															


			1.1890400023E10			14-Apr-2011 20:30:47 EDT			558.0			Hunter, David			hunter@timefactor.com						Individual			356.0			Producer			Disapprove			TimeFactor			Editorial			1042.0			10.9.2			24.0			"can" may be a "may".						Yes			Replace "can operate only" with "will only operate"															


			1.1890300023E10			14-Apr-2011 20:30:47 EDT			557.0			Hunter, David			hunter@timefactor.com						Individual			355.0			Producer			Disapprove			TimeFactor			Editorial			1042.0			10.9.2			14.0			"can" may be a "may".						Yes			Replace "can" with "might".															


			1.1890200023E10			14-Apr-2011 20:30:47 EDT			556.0			Hunter, David			hunter@timefactor.com						Individual			354.0			Producer			Disapprove			TimeFactor			Technical			1041.0			10.9.1			59.0			"ensure" may be a guarantee, and "can" may be a "may".						Yes			Replace "can ensure" with "assures".															


			1.1890100023E10			14-Apr-2011 20:30:47 EDT			555.0			Hunter, David			hunter@timefactor.com						Individual			353.0			Producer			Disapprove			TimeFactor			Editorial			1041.0			10.9.1			58.0			"can" may be a "may".						Yes			Replace "can determine" with "determines".															


			1.1890000023E10			14-Apr-2011 20:30:47 EDT			554.0			Hunter, David			hunter@timefactor.com						Individual			352.0			Producer			Disapprove			TimeFactor			Editorial			1041.0			10.9.1			34.0			"can" may be a "may".						Yes			Replace "can be tested" with "is possible to test".															


			1.1889900023E10			14-Apr-2011 20:30:47 EDT			553.0			Hunter, David			hunter@timefactor.com						Individual			351.0			Producer			Disapprove			TimeFactor			Editorial			1040.0			10.8.3			19.0			"can" may be a "may".						Yes			Replace "can be" with "are capable of being".															


			1.1889800023E10			14-Apr-2011 20:30:47 EDT			552.0			Hunter, David			hunter@timefactor.com						Individual			350.0			Producer			Disapprove			TimeFactor			Editorial			1039.0			10.8.1			18.0			"can" may be a "may".						Yes			Replace "can determine" with "determines".															


			1.1864500023E10			14-Apr-2011 20:30:47 EDT			299.0			Hunter, David			hunter@timefactor.com						Individual			97.0			Producer			Disapprove			TimeFactor			Editorial			87.0			5.1.5			18.0			Repeat of comment from a previous SB:  "will" is strongly discouraged in IEEE standards, and is not a mere prediction of the future here.						Yes			Replace "will fail" with "fails".															


			1.1776900023E10			12-Apr-2011 12:12:12 EDT			144.0			Ecclesine, Peter			petere@cisco.com						Individual			51.0			Producer			Disapprove			Cisco Systems, Inc.			Technical			2248.0			E.1			38.0			We should extend the channel set of classes 41, 42 and 43 to be the same, as there is no difference in the standard between the three classes. Each should have channel set 40, 48, 56 and 64.						Yes			per comment															


			1.1776800023E10			12-Apr-2011 12:12:12 EDT			143.0			Ecclesine, Peter			petere@cisco.com						Individual			50.0			Producer			Disapprove			Cisco Systems, Inc.			Technical			2248.0			E.1			24.0			We should extend the channel set of classes 36, 37 and 38 to be the same, as there is no difference in the standard between the three classes. Each should have channel set 36, 44, 52 and 60.						Yes			per comment															


			1.1776700023E10			12-Apr-2011 12:12:12 EDT			142.0			Ecclesine, Peter			petere@cisco.com						Individual			49.0			Producer			Disapprove			Cisco Systems, Inc.			Technical			2244.0			E.1			41.0			We should extend the channel set of classes 8 and 9 to be the same, as there is no difference in the standard between the two classes. Both should have channel set 40, 48, 56 and 64.						Yes			per comment															


			1.1776600023E10			12-Apr-2011 12:12:12 EDT			141.0			Ecclesine, Peter			petere@cisco.com						Individual			48.0			Producer			Disapprove			Cisco Systems, Inc.			Technical			2245.0			E.1			33.0			We should extend the channel set of classes 5 and 6 to be the same, as there is no difference in the standard between the two classes. Both should have channel set 36, 44, 52 and 60.						Yes			per comment															


			1.1776500023E10			12-Apr-2011 12:12:12 EDT			140.0			Ecclesine, Peter			petere@cisco.com						Individual			47.0			Producer			Disapprove			Cisco Systems, Inc.			Technical			2244.0			E.1			16.0			We should extend the channel set of classes 27 and 28 to be the same, as there is no difference in the standard between the two classes. Both should have channel set 40, 48, 56 and 64.						Yes			per comment															


			1.1776400023E10			12-Apr-2011 12:12:12 EDT			139.0			Ecclesine, Peter			petere@cisco.com						Individual			46.0			Producer			Disapprove			Cisco Systems, Inc.			Technical			2243.0			E.1			57.0			We should extend the channel set of classes 22 and 23 to be the same, as there is no difference in the standard between the two classes. Both should have channel set 36, 44, 52 and 60.						Yes			per comment															


			1.1776300023E10			12-Apr-2011 12:12:12 EDT			138.0			Ecclesine, Peter			petere@cisco.com						Individual			45.0			Producer			Disapprove			Cisco Systems, Inc.			Technical			2251.0			E.1			12.0			We should extend the channel set of classes 115 and 118 to be the same, as there is no difference in the standard between the two classes. Both should have channel set 36, 40, 44, 48, 52, 56, 60 and 64.						Yes			per comment															


			1.1776200023E10			12-Apr-2011 12:12:12 EDT			137.0			Ecclesine, Peter			petere@cisco.com						Individual			44.0			Producer			Disapprove			Cisco Systems, Inc.			Technical			2246.0			E.1			48.0			We should extend the channel set of classes 1, 32 and 33 to be the same, as there is no difference in the standard between the three classes. All should have channel set 36, 40, 44, 48, 52, 56, 60 and 64.						Yes			per comment															


			1.1776100023E10			12-Apr-2011 12:12:12 EDT			136.0			Ecclesine, Peter			petere@cisco.com						Individual			43.0			Producer			Disapprove			Cisco Systems, Inc.			Technical			2245.0			E.1			15.0			We should extend the channel set of classes 1 and 2 to be the same, as there is no difference in the standard between the two classes. Both should have channel set 36, 40, 44, 48, 52, 56, 60 and 64.						Yes			per comment															


			1.1776000023E10			12-Apr-2011 12:12:12 EDT			135.0			Ecclesine, Peter			petere@cisco.com						Individual			42.0			Producer			Disapprove			Cisco Systems, Inc.			Technical			2243.0			E.1			11.0			We should extend the channel set of classes 1 and 2 to be the same, as there is no difference in the standard between the two classes. Both should have channel set 36, 40, 44, 48, 52, 56, 60 and 64.						Yes			per comment															


			1.1775900023E10			12-Apr-2011 12:12:12 EDT			134.0			Ecclesine, Peter			petere@cisco.com						Individual			41.0			Producer			Disapprove			Cisco Systems, Inc.			Technical			2246.0			E.1			48.0			Many Table E-3 classes are marked for NomadicBehavior, but have no similar class/channel set marked with LicenseExemptBehavior. Remove NomadicBehavior from Table E-3 classes 1, 32-45 and 58.						Yes			per comment															


			1.1864400023E10			14-Apr-2011 20:30:47 EDT			298.0			Hunter, David			hunter@timefactor.com						Individual			96.0			Producer			Disapprove			TimeFactor			Editorial			86.0			5.1.3			17.0			"cannot" may be a "shall".						Yes			Replace "cannot" with "is not able to".															


			1.1864300023E10			14-Apr-2011 20:30:47 EDT			297.0			Hunter, David			hunter@timefactor.com						Individual			95.0			Producer			Disapprove			TimeFactor			Editorial			82.0			4.10.			45.0			"can" may be a "may".						Yes			Replace "can" with "is able to".															


			1.1864200023E10			14-Apr-2011 20:30:47 EDT			296.0			Hunter, David			hunter@timefactor.com						Individual			94.0			Producer			Disapprove			TimeFactor			Technical			82.0			4.10.			35.0			"joining an IBSS"  -- joining is a synchronization process.  But apparentlly what is intended is association with one or more STAs that are in the IBSS.						Yes			Replace "prior to joining an IBSS or after joining the IBSS" with "prior to or after associating with a STA in the IBSS."															


			1.1864100023E10			14-Apr-2011 20:30:47 EDT			295.0			Hunter, David			hunter@timefactor.com						Individual			93.0			Producer			Disapprove			TimeFactor			Technical			80.0			4.9.4.4			59.0			"can" may be a "may".						Yes			Replace "can" with "may".															


			1.1864000023E10			14-Apr-2011 20:30:47 EDT			294.0			Hunter, David			hunter@timefactor.com						Individual			92.0			Producer			Disapprove			TimeFactor			Technical			80.0			4.9.4.3			38.0			"can" may be a "may".						Yes			Replace "can" with "may".															


			1.1863900023E10			14-Apr-2011 20:30:47 EDT			293.0			Hunter, David			hunter@timefactor.com						Individual			91.0			Producer			Disapprove			TimeFactor			Technical			80.0			4.9.4.3			31.0			"can" may be a "may".						Yes			Replace "can" with "may".															


			1.1863800023E10			14-Apr-2011 20:30:47 EDT			292.0			Hunter, David			hunter@timefactor.com						Individual			90.0			Producer			Disapprove			TimeFactor			Technical			80.0			4.9.4.3			1.0			"can" may be a "may".						Yes			Replace "can" with "may".															


			1.1863700023E10			14-Apr-2011 20:30:47 EDT			291.0			Hunter, David			hunter@timefactor.com						Individual			89.0			Producer			Disapprove			TimeFactor			Editorial			72.0			4.7			72.0			"can" may be a "may".						Yes			Replace "can" with "is able to".															


			1.1863600023E10			14-Apr-2011 20:30:47 EDT			290.0			Hunter, David			hunter@timefactor.com						Individual			88.0			Producer			Disapprove			TimeFactor			Technical			71.0			4.7			62.0			"traffic class" (for 802.11, not 3GPP) is not defined anywere in 11mb.						Yes			Either define "traffic class", or replace "classes" with "classifications" in this sentence.															


			1.1863500023E10			14-Apr-2011 20:30:47 EDT			289.0			Hunter, David			hunter@timefactor.com						Individual			87.0			Producer			Disapprove			TimeFactor			Editorial			71.0			4.7			33.0			"cannot" may be a "shall".						Yes			Replace "cannot be a portal, an integrated wired LAN, or the DSS." with "is no portal, integration with a wired LAN, or DSS."															


			1.1863400023E10			14-Apr-2011 20:30:47 EDT			288.0			Hunter, David			hunter@timefactor.com						Individual			86.0			Producer			Disapprove			TimeFactor			Technical			69.0			4.5.9			48.0			Joining is the process of synchronizaton;  the appropriate process to be mentioned here seems to be association with one or more STAs that are in the IBSS.						Yes			Replace "joining" with "associating with".															


			1.1863300023E10			14-Apr-2011 20:30:47 EDT			287.0			Hunter, David			hunter@timefactor.com						Individual			85.0			Producer			Disapprove			TimeFactor			Editorial			69.0			4.5.99			45.0			"can" may be a "may".						Yes			Replace "can be used by a STA to provide support for the network selection process and as" with "provides both support for a STA's network sellection and"															


			1.1863200023E10			14-Apr-2011 20:30:47 EDT			286.0			Hunter, David			hunter@timefactor.com						Individual			84.0			Producer			Disapprove			TimeFactor			Technical			68.0			4.5.6			37.0			"traffic class" (for 802.11, not 3GPP) is not defined anywere in 11mb.						Yes			Either define "traffic class", or replace "class" with "classification" in this sentence.															


			1.1863100023E10			14-Apr-2011 20:30:47 EDT			285.0			Hunter, David			hunter@timefactor.com						Individual			83.0			Producer			Disapprove			TimeFactor			Editorial			68.0			4.5.5..3			21.0			"can" may be a "may".						Yes			Replace "so it can be tested for presence of radar" with "for radar presence testing"															


			1.1863000023E10			14-Apr-2011 20:30:47 EDT			284.0			Hunter, David			hunter@timefactor.com						Individual			82.0			Producer			Disapprove			TimeFactor			Editorial			67.0			4.5.4.9			34.0			"can" may be a "may".						Yes			Replace "can be protected by the Management Frame Protection service." with "the management frame protection service is able to protect."															


			1.1862900023E10			14-Apr-2011 20:30:47 EDT			283.0			Hunter, David			hunter@timefactor.com						Individual			81.0			Producer			Disapprove			TimeFactor			Editorial			67.0			4.5.4.7			18.0			"can" may be a "may".						Yes			Replace "can" with "is able to".															


			1.1862800023E10			14-Apr-2011 20:30:47 EDT			282.0			Hunter, David			hunter@timefactor.com						Individual			80.0			Producer			Disapprove			TimeFactor			Editorial			67.0			4.5.4.6			4.0			"can" may be a "may".						Yes			Replace "can" with "is able to".															


			1.1862700023E10			14-Apr-2011 20:30:47 EDT			281.0			Hunter, David			hunter@timefactor.com						Individual			79.0			Producer			Disapprove			TimeFactor			Technical			66.0			4.5.4.4			16.0			The "can" problem.  In addition, this sentence is not quite true.						Yes			Replace the sentence "Any IEEE 802.11...within range." with "An IEEE 802.11 compliant STA is able to transmit to and receive from like-PHY IEEE 802.11 STAs."															


			1.1862600023E10			14-Apr-2011 20:30:47 EDT			280.0			Hunter, David			hunter@timefactor.com						Individual			78.0			Producer			Disapprove			TimeFactor			Editorial			66.0			4.5.4.4			14.0			The "can" problem.						Yes			Replace "can" with "are able to".															


			1.1862500023E10			14-Apr-2011 20:30:47 EDT			279.0			Hunter, David			hunter@timefactor.com						Individual			77.0			Producer			Disapprove			TimeFactor			Editorial			65.0			4.5.4.3			50.0			"cannot" may be a "shall".						Yes			This "may not" really is a "shall".  But there are many other normative statements in clause 4, so: replace "Deauthentication, and if associated, disassociation cannot be refused by the receiving STA" with "The receiving STA shall not refuse deauthentication or (if associated) disassociation".															


			1.1773900023E10			12-Apr-2011 12:12:12 EDT			114.0			Ecclesine, Peter			petere@cisco.com						Individual			21.0			Producer			Disapprove			Cisco Systems, Inc.			Editorial			31.0			3.2			23.0			STA 2G4 has extraneous "(11n)" tag.						No			Remove it.															


			1.1773800023E10			12-Apr-2011 12:12:12 EDT			113.0			Ecclesine, Peter			petere@cisco.com						Individual			20.0			Producer			Disapprove			Cisco Systems, Inc.			Editorial			31.0			3.2			23.0			Incomplete reference "column of any of the tables found in Annex E". Change to "column of any of the tables found in Annex E.1."						No			per comment															


			1.1773700023E10			12-Apr-2011 12:12:12 EDT			112.0			Ecclesine, Peter			petere@cisco.com						Individual			19.0			Producer			Disapprove			Cisco Systems, Inc.			Editorial			31.0			3.2			28.0			Incomplete reference "column of any of the tables found in Annex E". Change to "column of any of the tables found in Annex E.1."						No			per comment															


			1.1773600023E10			12-Apr-2011 12:12:12 EDT			111.0			Ecclesine, Peter			petere@cisco.com						Individual			18.0			Producer			Disapprove			Cisco Systems, Inc.			Editorial			2639.0			V.4.2			51.0			Incorrect reference "MIB attributes as defined in Annex D". Change to "MIB attributes as defined in Annex C"						No			per comment															


			1.1773500023E10			12-Apr-2011 12:12:12 EDT			110.0			Ecclesine, Peter			petere@cisco.com						Individual			17.0			Producer			Disapprove			Cisco Systems, Inc.			Editorial			28.0			3.2			11.0			Incomplete reference "operating class: an Annex E index". Change to "operating class: an Annex E.1 index"						No			per comment															


			1.1773400023E10			12-Apr-2011 12:12:12 EDT			109.0			Ecclesine, Peter			petere@cisco.com						Individual			16.0			Producer			Disapprove			Cisco Systems, Inc.			Editorial			25.0			3.2			21.0			Incomplete reference "column of any of the tables found in Annex E."  Change to "column of any of the tables found in Annex E.1."						No			per comment															


			1.1773300023E10			12-Apr-2011 12:12:12 EDT			108.0			Ecclesine, Peter			petere@cisco.com						Individual			15.0			Producer			Disapprove			Cisco Systems, Inc.			Editorial			1509.0			17.3.10.6			52.0			Incomplete reference "corresponding CCA-ED behavior class are given in Annex E."  Change to "corresponding CCA-ED behavior class are given in Annex E.1."						No			per comment															


			1.1773200023E10			12-Apr-2011 12:12:12 EDT			107.0			Ecclesine, Peter			petere@cisco.com						Individual			14.0			Producer			Disapprove			Cisco Systems, Inc.			Technical						General						TDLS Action frames are always transported encapsulated within a data frame (see 10.22.1 (General)), they are not management frames. It is confusing to call some data frames Action frames, and it is confusing to specify some data frames in management frame subclauses.						Yes			Rename TDLS Action frames to TDLS Data Encapsulation frames, move their description from 8.5.13 to 8.3.2 Data frames,  and renounce the word "Action" when specifying data frame components. Come up with a better name than TDLS Data Encapsulation frames.															


			1.1773100023E10			12-Apr-2011 12:12:12 EDT			106.0			Ecclesine, Peter			petere@cisco.com						Individual			13.0			Producer			Disapprove			Cisco Systems, Inc.			Technical			1643.0			19.3.20.2			42.0			Transmit Spectral Flatness is too relaxed and compliant implementations can cause excessive interference in adjacent channels.

January TGmb minutes (11-11/0074r0 at 5.6) minute the discussion of comments 10070 and 10153 on transmit spectral flatness. Submission 11-11/159r2 superficially discussed CIDs 10027, 10070, 10078, 10086, 10092, 10152, 10155, 10028, 10077, 10087, 10093, 10153, 10088, and 10089 [Discussion: ... Any loss in PER performance at the receiver may be compased by the gain in tranmsit efficiency. Relaxing the spectral flatness specification allows for shaping of the spectrum to better meet out of band emissions, which would increase Tx power at the band edges. ].

The mask is defined with reference to the max PSD of the signal. With the approval of 11-11/159r2, we have introduced sloppier flatness requirements which allows the peak PSD to rise above the mean by 4 dB. For devices with +4dB peaks, the mask requirements are loosened (higher sidelobes) by 2dB. Nowhere is the effect on operations in adjacent channels discussed or justified.						Yes			Change the spectral mask reference to min(maxPSD,mean(PSD[central subcarriers as listed in the flatness section])+2).															


			1.1773000023E10			12-Apr-2011 12:12:12 EDT			105.0			Ecclesine, Peter			petere@cisco.com						Individual			12.0			Producer			Disapprove			Cisco Systems, Inc.			Technical			1505.0			17.3.9.7.3			22.0			Transmit Spectral Flatness is too relaxed and compliant implementations can cause excessive interference in adjacent channels.

March TGmb minutes (11-11/381r0 at 5.2.11) document resolution of CID 11056, which made the change in 17.3.9.7.3 spectral flatness. January TGmb minutes (11-11/0074r0 at 5.6) minute the discussion of comments 10070 and 10153 on transmit spectral flatness. Submission 11-11/159r2 superficially discussed CIDs 10027, 10070, 10078, 10086, 10092, 10152, 10155, 10028, 10077, 10087, 10093, 10153, 10088, and 10089 [Discussion: ... Any loss in PER performance at the receiver may be compased by the gain in tranmsit efficiency. Relaxing the spectral flatness specification allows for shaping of the spectrum to better meet out of band emissions, which would increase Tx power at the band edges. ].

The mask is defined with reference to the max PSD of the signal. With the approval of 11-11/159r2, we have introduced sloppier flatness requirements which allows the peak PSD to rise above the mean by 4 dB. For devices with +4dB peaks, the mask requirements are loosened (higher sidelobes) by 2dB. Nowhere is the effect on operations in adjacent channels discussed or justified.						Yes			Change the spectral mask reference to min(maxPSD,mean(PSD[central subcarriers as listed in the flatness section])+2).															


			1.1772900023E10			12-Apr-2011 12:12:12 EDT			104.0			Ecclesine, Peter			petere@cisco.com						Individual			11.0			Producer			Disapprove			Cisco Systems, Inc.			Technical			1656.0			19.3.23			54.0			Based on Draft P802.11v_D4.0 Nov 2008, clause 10.3.51 was timing measurement, and now in REVmb clause is 6.3.57.						No			Correct reference and remove Editor's Note															


			1.1889700023E10			14-Apr-2011 20:30:47 EDT			551.0			Hunter, David			hunter@timefactor.com						Individual			349.0			Producer			Disapprove			TimeFactor			Technical			1039.0			10.8.1			13.0			Association, not joining.						Yes			Replace "join" with "associate with".															


			1.1889600023E10			14-Apr-2011 20:30:47 EDT			550.0			Hunter, David			hunter@timefactor.com						Individual			348.0			Producer			Disapprove			TimeFactor			Technical			1038.0			10.7.4.4			8.0			"can" may be a "may".						Yes			Replace "NOTE--The AP can" with "The AP may".															


			1.1889500023E10			14-Apr-2011 20:30:47 EDT			549.0			Hunter, David			hunter@timefactor.com						Individual			347.0			Producer			Disapprove			TimeFactor			Editorial			1037.0			10.7.4.2			42.0			"can" may be a "may".						Yes			Replace "can" with "is able to".															


			1.1889400023E10			14-Apr-2011 20:30:47 EDT			548.0			Hunter, David			hunter@timefactor.com						Individual			346.0			Producer			Disapprove			TimeFactor			Technical			1034.0			10.7.1			10.0			"can" may be a "may".						Yes			Replace "can" with "may".															


			1.1889300023E10			14-Apr-2011 20:30:47 EDT			547.0			Hunter, David			hunter@timefactor.com						Individual			345.0			Producer			Disapprove			TimeFactor			Editorial			1033.0			10.7.1			21.0			"can" may be a "may".						Yes			Replace "can be awakened only" by "will only be awakened".															


			1.1889200023E10			14-Apr-2011 20:30:47 EDT			546.0			Hunter, David			hunter@timefactor.com						Individual			344.0			Producer			Disapprove			TimeFactor			Editorial			1032.0			10.6.1			43.0			"can" may be a "may".						Yes			Replace "can" with "might".															


			1.1889100023E10			14-Apr-2011 20:30:47 EDT			545.0			Hunter, David			hunter@timefactor.com						Individual			343.0			Producer			Disapprove			TimeFactor			Editorial			1032.0			10.6.1			25.0			"can" may be a "may".						Yes			Replace "can similarly" with "might".															


			1.1889000023E10			14-Apr-2011 20:30:47 EDT			544.0			Hunter, David			hunter@timefactor.com						Individual			342.0			Producer			Disapprove			TimeFactor			Editorial			1032.0			10.6.1			8.0			"can" may be a "may".						Yes			Replace "can" with "might".  Also, on line 7 replace "explanation on" with "an example of".															


			1.1888900023E10			14-Apr-2011 20:30:47 EDT			543.0			Hunter, David			hunter@timefactor.com						Individual			341.0			Producer			Disapprove			TimeFactor			Editorial			1025.0			10.4.8			1.0			"cannot" may be a "shall".						Yes			Replace "cannot be recoverd" with "is not recoverable"															


			1.1888800023E10			14-Apr-2011 20:30:47 EDT			542.0			Hunter, David			hunter@timefactor.com						Individual			340.0			Producer			Disapprove			TimeFactor			Editorial			1024.0			10.4.8			56.0			"can" may be a "may".						Yes			On lines 56 and 59 replace "can match" with "matches".															


			1.1888700023E10			14-Apr-2011 20:30:47 EDT			541.0			Hunter, David			hunter@timefactor.com						Individual			339.0			Producer			Disapprove			TimeFactor			Technical			1022.0			10.4.6			45.0			"can" may be a "may".						Yes			On lines 45 and 63 replace "can" with "may".															


			1.1886600023E10			14-Apr-2011 20:30:47 EDT			520.0			Hunter, David			hunter@timefactor.com						Individual			318.0			Producer			Disapprove			TimeFactor			Editorial			976.0			10.1.4.6			3.0			"cannot" may be a "shall".						Yes			On lines 3 and 11 replace "cannot" with "is not able to".  On line 17 replace "can" with "is able to".															


			1.1886500023E10			14-Apr-2011 20:30:47 EDT			519.0			Hunter, David			hunter@timefactor.com						Individual			317.0			Producer			Disapprove			TimeFactor			Editorial			974.0			10.1.4.5			65.0			"can" may be a "may".						Yes			Replace "can" with "is able to".															


			1.1886400023E10			14-Apr-2011 20:30:47 EDT			518.0			Hunter, David			hunter@timefactor.com						Individual			316.0			Producer			Disapprove			TimeFactor			Technical			969.0			10.1.3.3			36.0			Association, not joining; also a word is missing in this sentence.						Yes			Replace "joined an shall" with "associated with a STA in an IBSS shall".															


			1.1886300023E10			14-Apr-2011 20:30:47 EDT			517.0			Hunter, David			hunter@timefactor.com						Individual			315.0			Producer			Disapprove			TimeFactor			Editorial			962.0			9.30.1			3.0			"can" may be a "may".						Yes			On lines 3, 35, 58 and 63 replace "can" with "might".															


			1.1886200023E10			14-Apr-2011 20:30:47 EDT			516.0			Hunter, David			hunter@timefactor.com						Individual			314.0			Producer			Disapprove			TimeFactor			Editorial			958.0			9.29.1			7.0			"can" may be a "may".						Yes			On lines 7 and 13 replace "can" with "might".															


			1.1886100023E10			14-Apr-2011 20:30:47 EDT			515.0			Hunter, David			hunter@timefactor.com						Individual			313.0			Producer			Disapprove			TimeFactor			Editorial			957.0			9.28.3			25.0			"can" may be a "may".						Yes			On lines 25 and 42 replace "can" with "might".															


			1.1886000023E10			14-Apr-2011 20:30:47 EDT			514.0			Hunter, David			hunter@timefactor.com						Individual			312.0			Producer			Disapprove			TimeFactor			Editorial			955.0			9.28.3			61.0			"can" may be a "may".						Yes			Replace "can" with "might".															


			1.1885900023E10			14-Apr-2011 20:30:47 EDT			513.0			Hunter, David			hunter@timefactor.com						Individual			311.0			Producer			Disapprove			TimeFactor			Editorial			954.0			9.28.2.4.4			4.0			"can" may be a "may".						Yes			On lines 4 and 35 replace "can" with "might".															


			1.1885800023E10			14-Apr-2011 20:30:47 EDT			512.0			Hunter, David			hunter@timefactor.com						Individual			310.0			Producer			Disapprove			TimeFactor			Editorial			953.0			9.28.2.4.3			3.0			"can" may be a "may".						Yes			On lines 3, 7, 23, 24, 27 and 49 replace "can" with "might".															


			1.1885700023E10			14-Apr-2011 20:30:47 EDT			511.0			Hunter, David			hunter@timefactor.com						Individual			309.0			Producer			Disapprove			TimeFactor			Editorial			952.0			9.28.2.4.3			3.0			"can" may be a "may".						Yes			On lines 2, 51 and 54 replace "can" with "might".															


			1.1858100023E10			14-Apr-2011 20:30:47 EDT			235.0			Hunter, David			hunter@timefactor.com						Individual			33.0			Producer			Disapprove			TimeFactor			Editorial			27.0			3.1			16.0			BSSID is defined as "identification".						Yes			Replace "identifier" with "identification".															


			1.1858000023E10			14-Apr-2011 20:30:47 EDT			234.0			Hunter, David			hunter@timefactor.com						Individual			32.0			Producer			Disapprove			TimeFactor			Technical			22.0			3.1			22.0			Normative term in a definition.						Yes			Replace "may" with "might".															


			1.1857900023E10			14-Apr-2011 20:30:47 EDT			233.0			Hunter, David			hunter@timefactor.com						Individual			31.0			Producer			Disapprove			TimeFactor			Technical			22.0			3.1			6.0			Normative term in a definition.						Yes			Replace "may" with "might".															


			1.1857800023E10			14-Apr-2011 20:30:47 EDT			232.0			Hunter, David			hunter@timefactor.com						Individual			30.0			Producer			Disapprove			TimeFactor			Editorial			21.0			3.1			11.0			"can" may be a "may".						Yes			Replace "that can" with "to".															


			1.1857700023E10			14-Apr-2011 20:30:47 EDT			231.0			Hunter, David			hunter@timefactor.com						Individual			29.0			Producer			Disapprove			TimeFactor			Technical			20.0			3.1			62.0			Normative term in a definition.						Yes			Replace "may" with "might".															


			1.1857600023E10			14-Apr-2011 20:30:47 EDT			230.0			Hunter, David			hunter@timefactor.com						Individual			28.0			Producer			Disapprove			TimeFactor			Editorial			20.0			3.1			41.0			"can" may be a "may".						Yes			Replace "can" with "might".															


			1.1857500023E10			14-Apr-2011 20:30:47 EDT			229.0			Hunter, David			hunter@timefactor.com						Individual			27.0			Producer			Disapprove			TimeFactor			Editorial			20.0			3.1			39.0			"can" may be a "may".						Yes			Replace "in which" with :"that enables" and replace "can" with "to".															


			1.1857400023E10			14-Apr-2011 20:30:47 EDT			228.0			Hunter, David			hunter@timefactor.com						Individual			26.0			Producer			Disapprove			TimeFactor			Technical			19.0			3.1			56.0			Normative term in a definition.						Yes			Replace "may" with "might".															


			1.1857300023E10			14-Apr-2011 20:30:47 EDT			227.0			Hunter, David			hunter@timefactor.com						Individual			25.0			Producer			Disapprove			TimeFactor			Technical			19.0			3.1			44.0			Normative term in a definition.						Yes			Replace "may" with "might".															


			1.1857200023E10			14-Apr-2011 20:30:47 EDT			226.0			Hunter, David			hunter@timefactor.com						Individual			24.0			Producer			Disapprove			TimeFactor			Editorial			19.0			3.1			16.0			"can" may be a "may".						Yes			On line 16 replace "can" with "might"; on line 17 replace "there can be at most one SP active at any time." with "only one active SP is allowed at a time."															


			1.1764700023E10			11-Apr-2011  7:10:21 EDT			61.0			Stephens, Adrian			adrian.p.stephens@intel.com						Individual			57.0			Producer			Disapprove			Intel Corporation			Technical			1448.0			16.3.5			29.0			Editor's Note: how is this a vector?						Yes			Replace "PHYTXSTART.confirm(TXSTATUS)" with "TXSTATUS"															


			1.1764600023E10			11-Apr-2011  7:10:21 EDT			60.0			Stephens, Adrian			adrian.p.stephens@intel.com						Individual			56.0			Producer			Disapprove			Intel Corporation			General			1402.0			15.2.7			41.0			Editor's Note: The following para in .11v referred to old 10.3.51, which does not exist. I could not find
any obvious location that described how this value is used. So this reference needs to be corrected.						Yes			Insert correct reference at 1402.44.

Ditto at 1443.09 and 1515.20 and 1656.51															


			1.1764500023E10			11-Apr-2011  7:10:21 EDT			59.0			Stephens, Adrian			adrian.p.stephens@intel.com						Individual			55.0			Producer			Disapprove			Intel Corporation			General			1162.0			11.1.8			55.0			Editor's Note: The following note contains normative language.						Yes			It looks like the note is intending to recommend at least two behaviours.   Turn the NOTE into body text and replace "are advised to" with should.															


			1.1764400023E10			11-Apr-2011  7:10:21 EDT			58.0			Stephens, Adrian			adrian.p.stephens@intel.com						Individual			54.0			Producer			Disapprove			Intel Corporation			General			1151.0			10.24.4			6.0			Editor's Note: The reference below to old Table 7-43bl (new 8-176) is questionable.						Yes			Change reference to Table 8-173															


			1.1764300023E10			11-Apr-2011  7:10:21 EDT			57.0			Stephens, Adrian			adrian.p.stephens@intel.com						Individual			53.0			Producer			Disapprove			Intel Corporation			General			1150.0			10.24.3.2.5			28.0			Editor's Note: The reference to 10.11.9 below is over-general.						Yes			Replace reference with 10.11.9.9															


			1.1764200023E10			11-Apr-2011  7:10:21 EDT			56.0			Stephens, Adrian			adrian.p.stephens@intel.com						Individual			52.0			Producer			Disapprove			Intel Corporation			General			1150.0			10.24.3.2.5			18.0			Editor's Note: The reference to 10.11.9 below is over-general.						Yes			Replace reference with 10.11.9.6															


			1.1764100023E10			11-Apr-2011  7:10:21 EDT			55.0			Stephens, Adrian			adrian.p.stephens@intel.com						Individual			51.0			Producer			Disapprove			Intel Corporation			General			1149.0			10.24.3.2.3			27.0			Editor's Note: I cannot determine what is the intended reference in the following paragraph.						Yes			Insert correct reference.

Ditto at 1155.07															


			1.1764000023E10			11-Apr-2011  7:10:21 EDT			54.0			Stephens, Adrian			adrian.p.stephens@intel.com						Individual			50.0			Producer			Disapprove			Intel Corporation			General			1134.0			10.23.12			31.0			Editor's Note: Normative verb used in a note, contrary to IEEE-SA style.						Yes			Replace "may" with "can" in the following para.															


			1.1763900023E10			11-Apr-2011  7:10:21 EDT			53.0			Stephens, Adrian			adrian.p.stephens@intel.com						Individual			49.0			Producer			Disapprove			Intel Corporation			General			1125.0			10.23.5			6.0			Editor's Note: Normative language in a note, which is contrary to IEEE-SA style						Yes			Replace "may" with "can" in the following para.															


			1.1763800023E10			11-Apr-2011  7:10:21 EDT			52.0			Stephens, Adrian			adrian.p.stephens@intel.com						Individual			48.0			Producer			Disapprove			Intel Corporation			General			1116.0			10.23.3.1			25.0			Editor's Note: The following para references table old 11-14. This does not exist in .11v or its baseline.

I find no reason for this sentence as the previous sentence constrains the addresses sufficiently.						Yes			Remove the sentence:  "The permitted source and destination STAs for a Diagnostic Request frame are
shown in Table 11-14."															


			1.1763700023E10			11-Apr-2011  7:10:21 EDT			51.0			Stephens, Adrian			adrian.p.stephens@intel.com						Individual			47.0			Producer			Disapprove			Intel Corporation			General			1084.0			10.15.3.1			39.0			Editor's Note: .11z included a TDLS STA in the definition of the term used in the second sentence, and
therefore puts this subclause in scope for TDLS operation. That is probably a mistake, because TDLS has
its own channel selection and switching subclauses. CID 11084 changed the name of the term, but this
has not changed the logic of this problem.

The editor's note may exaggerate the issue.   A TDLS link is not considered to be a BSS,  and is certainly not an IBSS,  so expressions such  as "DO that starts a BSS" do not apply to it.

However the relationship to TDLS can be usefully clarified here.						Yes			Add at 1084.50 a note:

NOTE--The setting up of a 40MHz TDLS off-channel direct link is specified in 10.22.6.2.															


			1.1763600023E10			11-Apr-2011  7:10:21 EDT			50.0			Stephens, Adrian			adrian.p.stephens@intel.com						Individual			46.0			Producer			Disapprove			Intel Corporation			General			1064.0			10.11.9.6			58.0			Editor's Note: The following note contains normative verbs, which is contrary to IEEE-SA style.						Yes			Replace "should not" and "may" with non-normative verbs.   Note the first is a clear recommendation,  and perhaps should be moved to before the note.  The second is a misuse of "may" and should be reworded "might".

Ditto at 1068.26 and 1069.58 and 1121.23															


			1.1763500023E10			11-Apr-2011  7:10:21 EDT			49.0			Stephens, Adrian			adrian.p.stephens@intel.com						Individual			45.0			Producer			Disapprove			Intel Corporation			General			1021.0			10.4.4			9.0			Editor's Note: Is the reference to a clause specified in .11v correct?

Yes,  it appears to be.						No			Remove editor's note and beat him around the gills with yet more wet fish.															


			1.1763400023E10			11-Apr-2011  7:10:21 EDT			48.0			Stephens, Adrian			adrian.p.stephens@intel.com						Individual			44.0			Producer			Disapprove			Intel Corporation			General			1013.0			10.3.3.5			48.0			Editor's Note: The following new material from .11u may need to be modified to be consistent with other
significant reworking of 10.3.						Yes			Reword item b) as follows:

"At an AP having dot11InterworkingServiceActivated equal to true, subsequent to receiving an
MLME-REASSOCIATE.request primitive that includes the Interworking element with UESA field equal to 1 and
does not include an RSN element,  the SME shall accept the reassociation request even if dot11RSNAActivated is true and
dot11PrivacyInvoked is true thereby granting access, using unprotected frames (see 8.2.4.1.9
(Protected Frame field)), to the network for emergency services purposes."

Also change "AP's MLME" to "AP" at 1013.43.															


			1.1763300023E10			11-Apr-2011  7:10:21 EDT			47.0			Stephens, Adrian			adrian.p.stephens@intel.com						Individual			43.0			Producer			Disapprove			Intel Corporation			General			1012.0			10.3.3.4			53.0			Editor's Note: The following new material from .11u may need to be modified to be consistent with other
significant reworking of 10.3.						Yes			Move item c) to 1012.39 and reword thus:

"If dot11InterworkingServiceActivated is true and the STA was associated to the ESS for unsecured
access to emergency services, the SME shall include an Interworking element with the UESA field set to 1 in
the MLME-REASSOCIATE.request primitive."															


			1.1763200023E10			11-Apr-2011  7:10:21 EDT			46.0			Stephens, Adrian			adrian.p.stephens@intel.com						Individual			42.0			Producer			Disapprove			Intel Corporation			Technical			1011.0			10.3.3.3			60.0			Editor's Note: Note the addition resulting from CID 11072 in the following paragraph results in the SME
generating a misleading MLME-ASSOCIATE(Success) followed immediately by an MLME-DISASSOCIATE("
Previous authentication...").						Yes			Is this a problem?   If so,  change so that no association response is sent in this case.															


			1.1763100023E10			11-Apr-2011  7:10:21 EDT			45.0			Stephens, Adrian			adrian.p.stephens@intel.com						Individual			41.0			Producer			Disapprove			Intel Corporation			Technical			1011.0			10.3.3.3			18.0			Editor's Note: The change above introduced by CID 11071 appears to conflict with the change introduced
by CID11080. The first results in "valid security association ... and timed out SA Query" while the second
ensures there is not a valid security association if the SA Query times out. So the condition will never be
true.						Yes			Resolve apparent conflict.

Ditto at 1013.62.															


			1.1763000023E10			11-Apr-2011  7:10:21 EDT			44.0			Stephens, Adrian			adrian.p.stephens@intel.com						Individual			40.0			Producer			Disapprove			Intel Corporation			General			1010.0			10.3.3.3			59.0			Editor's Note: The following new material from .11u may need to be modified to be consistent with other
significant reworking of 10.3.

Further:  The decision making about whether to accept an association request lies within the SME.

This is not the model understood by this text that states:  "An AP ... on receipt of an MLME-ASSOCIATE.response primitive [from its SME] shall accept ..."						Yes			Reword b) as follows:

At an AP having dot11InterworkingServiceActivated equal to true, subsequent to receiving an
MLME-ASSOCIATE.request primitive that includes the Interworking element with UESA field equal to 1 and
does not include an RSN element, the SME shall accept the association request even if dot11RSNAActivated is true and
dot11PrivacyInvoked is true thereby granting access, using unprotected frames (see 8.2.4.1.9
(Protected Frame field)), to the network for emergency services purposes.															


			1.1762900023E10			11-Apr-2011  7:10:21 EDT			43.0			Stephens, Adrian			adrian.p.stephens@intel.com						Individual			39.0			Producer			Disapprove			Intel Corporation			General			1010.0			10.3.3.2			1.0			Editor's Note: The following new material from .11u may need to be modified to be consistent with other significant reworking of 10.3.

The problem is that b) is a requirement on the SME to format the association.request primitive properly,  but it is expressed in terms of what goes in the frame.						Yes			Because item b) is an action of the SME and occurs before the list header at 1009.61,  either the list needs to be restructured and/or item b) moved out of the list.

Propose move item b) to a normal para at 1009.60 and reword as follows:  "If dot11InterworkingServiceActivated is true and the STA does not have credentials for the AP, and the STA is initiating an emergency services association procedure, the SME shall include in the MLME-ASSOCIATE.request an Interworking element with the UESA field set to 1.".															


			1.1762800023E10			11-Apr-2011  7:10:21 EDT			42.0			Stephens, Adrian			adrian.p.stephens@intel.com						Individual			38.0			Producer			Disapprove			Intel Corporation			Technical			994.0			10.2.1.16.2			36.0			Editor's Note: Note, terminology changes to BU in REVmb are not reflected in this subclause.						Yes			Replace "frame" with "BU" throughout this subclause where it relates to the thing being buffered,  with any appropriate changes for syntax.															


			1.1885600023E10			14-Apr-2011 20:30:47 EDT			510.0			Hunter, David			hunter@timefactor.com						Individual			308.0			Producer			Disapprove			TimeFactor			Editorial			950.0			9.28.2.4.2			31.0			"can" may be a "may".						Yes			Replace "can" with "might".															


			1.1885500023E10			14-Apr-2011 20:30:47 EDT			509.0			Hunter, David			hunter@timefactor.com						Individual			307.0			Producer			Disapprove			TimeFactor			Editorial			949.0			9.28.2.3			7.0			"can" may be a "may".						Yes			On lines 7, 14 and 51 replace "can" with "might".															


			1.1885400023E10			14-Apr-2011 20:30:47 EDT			508.0			Hunter, David			hunter@timefactor.com						Individual			306.0			Producer			Disapprove			TimeFactor			Editorial			948.0			9.28.2.2			2.0			"can" may be a "may".						Yes			On lines 2 and 49 replace "can" with "might".															


			1.1885300023E10			14-Apr-2011 20:30:47 EDT			507.0			Hunter, David			hunter@timefactor.com						Individual			305.0			Producer			Disapprove			TimeFactor			Editorial			947.0			9.28.2.1			17.0			"can" may be a "may".						Yes			On lines 17 and 53 replace "can" with "might".															


			1.1885200023E10			14-Apr-2011 20:30:47 EDT			506.0			Hunter, David			hunter@timefactor.com						Individual			304.0			Producer			Disapprove			TimeFactor			Editorial			945.0			9.28.1			12.0			"can" may be a "may".						Yes			On lines 12, 15, 21 and 34 replace "can" with "might".															


			1.1885100023E10			14-Apr-2011 20:30:47 EDT			505.0			Hunter, David			hunter@timefactor.com						Individual			303.0			Producer			Disapprove			TimeFactor			Editorial			944.0			9.27.2			11.0			"can" may be a "may".						Yes			On line 11 replace "can" with "might" twice; and on line 51 once.															


			1.1885000023E10			14-Apr-2011 20:30:47 EDT			504.0			Hunter, David			hunter@timefactor.com						Individual			302.0			Producer			Disapprove			TimeFactor			Editorial			943.0			9.27.2			4.0			"can" may be a "may".						Yes			On line 4 replace "can" with "might" twice.															


			1.1884900023E10			14-Apr-2011 20:30:47 EDT			503.0			Hunter, David			hunter@timefactor.com						Individual			301.0			Producer			Disapprove			TimeFactor			Editorial			942.0			9.26			13.0			"can" may be a "may".						Yes			On lines 13 and 36 replace "can" with "might".															


			1.1884800023E10			14-Apr-2011 20:30:47 EDT			502.0			Hunter, David			hunter@timefactor.com						Individual			300.0			Producer			Disapprove			TimeFactor			Editorial			941.0			9.25.3			12.0			"can" may be a "may".						Yes			On lines 12, 13 and 14 replace "can" with "might".															


			1.1884700023E10			14-Apr-2011 20:30:47 EDT			501.0			Hunter, David			hunter@timefactor.com						Individual			299.0			Producer			Disapprove			TimeFactor			Editorial			940.0			9.25.1.8.1			32.0			"can" may be a "may".						Yes			On lines 32, 61, 62 and 64 replace "can" with "might".															


			1.1884600023E10			14-Apr-2011 20:30:47 EDT			500.0			Hunter, David			hunter@timefactor.com						Individual			298.0			Producer			Disapprove			TimeFactor			Editorial			939.0			9.25.1.7			43.0			"can" may be a "may".						Yes			"On lines 43, 46 and 60 replace "can" with "might"; on line 44 replace "cannot" with "will not be able to".															


			1.1884500023E10			14-Apr-2011 20:30:47 EDT			499.0			Hunter, David			hunter@timefactor.com						Individual			297.0			Producer			Disapprove			TimeFactor			Editorial			938.0			9.25.1.6			15.0			"can" may be a "may".						Yes			On lines 34, 35 and 46 replace "can" with "might".  On line 39 replace "cannot" with "is not able to".															


			1.1884400023E10			14-Apr-2011 20:30:47 EDT			498.0			Hunter, David			hunter@timefactor.com						Individual			296.0			Producer			Disapprove			TimeFactor			Editorial			937.0			9.25.1.5			15.0			"can" may be a "may".						Yes			On lines 15, 19, 28, 30, 31 and 41 replace "can" with "might".															


			1.1884300023E10			14-Apr-2011 20:30:47 EDT			497.0			Hunter, David			hunter@timefactor.com						Individual			295.0			Producer			Disapprove			TimeFactor			Editorial			936.0			9.25.1.4			65.0			"can" may be a "may".						Yes			Replace "can" with "might".															


			1.1884200023E10			14-Apr-2011 20:30:47 EDT			496.0			Hunter, David			hunter@timefactor.com						Individual			294.0			Producer			Disapprove			TimeFactor			Technical			936.0			9.25.1.4			4.0			"can" may be a "may".						Yes			Replace "can" with "may".															


			1.1884100023E10			14-Apr-2011 20:30:47 EDT			495.0			Hunter, David			hunter@timefactor.com						Individual			293.0			Producer			Disapprove			TimeFactor			Editorial			933.0			9.25.1.1			50.0			"can" may be a "may".						Yes			On both lines 50 and 54 replace "can" with "might".															


			1.1884000023E10			14-Apr-2011 20:30:47 EDT			494.0			Hunter, David			hunter@timefactor.com						Individual			292.0			Producer			Disapprove			TimeFactor			Editorial			933.0			9.24.4			2.0			"can" may be a "may".						Yes			Replace "can" with "is allowed to".															


			1.1883900023E10			14-Apr-2011 20:30:47 EDT			493.0			Hunter, David			hunter@timefactor.com						Individual			291.0			Producer			Disapprove			TimeFactor			Editorial			932.0			9.24.3			1.0			"can" may be a "may".						Yes			Replace "can" with "is allowed to".															


			1.1883800023E10			14-Apr-2011 20:30:47 EDT			492.0			Hunter, David			hunter@timefactor.com						Individual			290.0			Producer			Disapprove			TimeFactor			Editorial			931.0			9.24.3			55.0			"can" may be a "may".						Yes			Replace "can occur" with "is allowed".															


			1.1883700023E10			14-Apr-2011 20:30:47 EDT			491.0			Hunter, David			hunter@timefactor.com						Individual			289.0			Producer			Disapprove			TimeFactor			Editorial			930.0			9.24.1			38.0			"can" may be a "may".						Yes			On lines 38 and 29 replace "can" with "might" three times.															


			1.1883600023E10			14-Apr-2011 20:30:47 EDT			490.0			Hunter, David			hunter@timefactor.com						Individual			288.0			Producer			Disapprove			TimeFactor			Editorial			928.0			9.22.5.3			25.0			"can" may be a "may".						Yes			Replace "can" with "might".															


			1.1883500023E10			14-Apr-2011 20:30:47 EDT			489.0			Hunter, David			hunter@timefactor.com						Individual			287.0			Producer			Disapprove			TimeFactor			Editorial			927.0			9.22.5.2			55.0			"cannot" may be a "shall".						Yes			Replace "cannot" with "does not".															


			1.1883400023E10			14-Apr-2011 20:30:47 EDT			488.0			Hunter, David			hunter@timefactor.com						Individual			286.0			Producer			Disapprove			TimeFactor			Editorial			925.0			9.22.5.1			29.0			"can" may be a "may".						Yes			Replace "can" with "might".															


			1.1883300023E10			14-Apr-2011 20:30:47 EDT			487.0			Hunter, David			hunter@timefactor.com						Individual			285.0			Producer			Disapprove			TimeFactor			Editorial			924.0			9.22.4			63.0			"can" may be a "may".						Yes			Replace "The transmission of frames with L_LENGTH above 2340 octets can be accompanied" with "It is possible to accompany the transmission of frames with L_LENGTH above 2340 octets"															


			1.1883200023E10			14-Apr-2011 20:30:47 EDT			486.0			Hunter, David			hunter@timefactor.com						Individual			284.0			Producer			Disapprove			TimeFactor			Editorial			923.0			9.22.3.4			59.0			"can" may be a "may".						Yes			Replace "can" with "might".															


			1.1883100023E10			14-Apr-2011 20:30:47 EDT			485.0			Hunter, David			hunter@timefactor.com						Individual			283.0			Producer			Disapprove			TimeFactor			Editorial			923.0			9.22.3.4			38.0			"can" may be a "may".						Yes			Replace "Non-HT devices can be detected" with "It is possible to detect non-HT devices".															


			1.1883000023E10			14-Apr-2011 20:30:47 EDT			484.0			Hunter, David			hunter@timefactor.com						Individual			282.0			Producer			Disapprove			TimeFactor			Editorial			920.0			9.22.3.1			38.0			"cannot" may be a "shall".						Yes			Replace "cannot" with "are not able to".															


			1.1882900023E10			14-Apr-2011 20:30:47 EDT			483.0			Hunter, David			hunter@timefactor.com						Individual			281.0			Producer			Disapprove			TimeFactor			Editorial			918.0			9.22.2			49.0			"cannot" may be a "shall".						Yes			Replace "cannot" with "are not able to".															


			1.1882800023E10			14-Apr-2011 20:30:47 EDT			482.0			Hunter, David			hunter@timefactor.com						Individual			280.0			Producer			Disapprove			TimeFactor			Technical			917.0			9.20.8.3			26.0			"can" may be a "may".						Yes			Replace "can" with "may".															


			1.1882700023E10			14-Apr-2011 20:30:47 EDT			481.0			Hunter, David			hunter@timefactor.com						Individual			279.0			Producer			Disapprove			TimeFactor			Editorial			916.0			9.20.7.9			41.0			"can" may be a "may".						Yes			Replace "can" with "might".															


			1.1882600023E10			14-Apr-2011 20:30:47 EDT			480.0			Hunter, David			hunter@timefactor.com						Individual			278.0			Producer			Disapprove			TimeFactor			Technical			911.0			9.20.7.3			45.0			Normative term and "can" in a NOTE.						Yes			Replace both "can" and "may" with "might".															


			1.1882500023E10			14-Apr-2011 20:30:47 EDT			479.0			Hunter, David			hunter@timefactor.com						Individual			277.0			Producer			Disapprove			TimeFactor			Technical			906.0			9.20.3			32.0			"can" may be a "may".						Yes			Replace "can" with "may".															


			1.1882400023E10			14-Apr-2011 20:30:47 EDT			478.0			Hunter, David			hunter@timefactor.com						Individual			276.0			Producer			Disapprove			TimeFactor			Editorial			905.0			9.20.2			44.0			"can" may be a "may".						Yes			Replace "can" with "might".															


			1.1882300023E10			14-Apr-2011 20:30:47 EDT			477.0			Hunter, David			hunter@timefactor.com						Individual			275.0			Producer			Disapprove			TimeFactor			Technical			904.0			9.20.1			7.0			"can" may be a "may".						Yes			Replace "can" with "may".															


			1.1882200023E10			14-Apr-2011 20:30:47 EDT			476.0			Hunter, David			hunter@timefactor.com						Individual			274.0			Producer			Disapprove			TimeFactor			Editorial			903.0			9.19.4.3			46.0			"can" may be a "may".						Yes			Replace "can" with "might".															


			1.1882100023E10			14-Apr-2011 20:30:47 EDT			475.0			Hunter, David			hunter@timefactor.com						Individual			273.0			Producer			Disapprove			TimeFactor			Editorial			903.0			9.19.4.3			29.0			"can" may be a "may".						Yes			Replace "can" with "is able to".															


			1.1882000023E10			14-Apr-2011 20:30:47 EDT			474.0			Hunter, David			hunter@timefactor.com						Individual			272.0			Producer			Disapprove			TimeFactor			Editorial			899.0			9.19.4.1			52.0			"can" may be a "may".						Yes			Replace "can" with "has available to".															


			1.1881900023E10			14-Apr-2011 20:30:47 EDT			473.0			Hunter, David			hunter@timefactor.com						Individual			271.0			Producer			Disapprove			TimeFactor			Editorial			899.0			9.19.3.5.3			41.0			"can" may be a "may".						Yes			Replace "can" with "will"..															


			1.1881800023E10			14-Apr-2011 20:30:47 EDT			472.0			Hunter, David			hunter@timefactor.com						Individual			270.0			Producer			Disapprove			TimeFactor			Editorial			899.0			9.19.3.5.2			11.0			"can" may be a "may".						Yes			Replace "can" with "is able to".															


			1.1881700023E10			14-Apr-2011 20:30:47 EDT			471.0			Hunter, David			hunter@timefactor.com						Individual			269.0			Producer			Disapprove			TimeFactor			Technical			898.0			9.19.3.5.1			44.0			"can" may be a "may".						Yes			Replace "can" with "may".															


			1.1881600023E10			14-Apr-2011 20:30:47 EDT			470.0			Hunter, David			hunter@timefactor.com						Individual			268.0			Producer			Disapprove			TimeFactor			Editorial			894.0			9.19.3.2.4			61.0			"can" may be a "may".						Yes			Replace "(re)transmissions can" with "(re)transmission might".															


			1.1881500023E10			14-Apr-2011 20:30:47 EDT			469.0			Hunter, David			hunter@timefactor.com						Individual			267.0			Producer			Disapprove			TimeFactor			Editorial			893.0			9.19.3.2.2			39.0			"can" may be a "may".						Yes			Replace "can also grant" with "is also able to grant"															


			1.1881400023E10			14-Apr-2011 20:30:47 EDT			468.0			Hunter, David			hunter@timefactor.com						Individual			266.0			Producer			Disapprove			TimeFactor			Technical			892.0			9.19.2.7			34.0			"can" may be a "may".						Yes			Replace "can" with "may".															


			1.1881300023E10			14-Apr-2011 20:30:47 EDT			467.0			Hunter, David			hunter@timefactor.com						Individual			265.0			Producer			Disapprove			TimeFactor			Editorial			892.0			9.19.2.7			15.0			"can" may be a "may".						Yes			Replace "that it can send that fits" with "available to send that fit".															


			1.1881200023E10			14-Apr-2011 20:30:47 EDT			466.0			Hunter, David			hunter@timefactor.com						Individual			264.0			Producer			Disapprove			TimeFactor			Technical			884.0			9.18.6			41.0			"can" may be a "may".						Yes			Replace "can" with "may".															


			1.1881100023E10			14-Apr-2011 20:30:47 EDT			465.0			Hunter, David			hunter@timefactor.com						Individual			263.0			Producer			Disapprove			TimeFactor			Technical			884.0			9.18.6			33.0			"can" may be a "may".						Yes			Replace "can" with "may".															


			1.1881000023E10			14-Apr-2011 20:30:47 EDT			464.0			Hunter, David			hunter@timefactor.com						Individual			262.0			Producer			Disapprove			TimeFactor			Editorial			884.0			9.18.6			28.0			"can" may be a "may".						Yes			Replace "can" with "are able to".															


			1.1880900023E10			14-Apr-2011 20:30:47 EDT			463.0			Hunter, David			hunter@timefactor.com						Individual			261.0			Producer			Disapprove			TimeFactor			Editorial			881.0			9.18.3			52.0			"can" may be a "may".						Yes			Replace "can be" with "are".															


			1.1880800023E10			14-Apr-2011 20:30:47 EDT			462.0			Hunter, David			hunter@timefactor.com						Individual			260.0			Producer			Disapprove			TimeFactor			Editorial			881.0			9.18.3			49.0			"cannot" may be a "shall".						Yes			Replace "a family of codes cannot be generated" with "it is not possible to generate a family of codes".															


			1.1880700023E10			14-Apr-2011 20:30:47 EDT			461.0			Hunter, David			hunter@timefactor.com						Individual			259.0			Producer			Disapprove			TimeFactor			Editorial			879.0			9.18.1			44.0			"can" may be a "may".						Yes			Replace "can" with "might".															


			1.1880600023E10			14-Apr-2011 20:30:47 EDT			460.0			Hunter, David			hunter@timefactor.com						Individual			258.0			Producer			Disapprove			TimeFactor			Editorial			878.0			9.12.4			9.0			"can" may be a "may".						Yes			Replace "can" with "might".															


			1.1880500023E10			14-Apr-2011 20:30:47 EDT			459.0			Hunter, David			hunter@timefactor.com						Individual			257.0			Producer			Disapprove			TimeFactor			Editorial			877.0			9.12.2			34.0			"can" may be a "may".						Yes			Replace "can" with "is able to".															


			1.1880400023E10			14-Apr-2011 20:30:47 EDT			458.0			Hunter, David			hunter@timefactor.com						Individual			256.0			Producer			Disapprove			TimeFactor			Editorial			876.0			9.10.			31.0			"can" may be a "may".						Yes			Replace "can" with "might".															


			1.1880300023E10			14-Apr-2011 20:30:47 EDT			457.0			Hunter, David			hunter@timefactor.com						Individual			255.0			Producer			Disapprove			TimeFactor			Editorial			869.0			9.7.5.5.3			56.0			"cannot" may be a "shall".						Yes			Replace "cannot" with "are not available to"															


			1.1880200023E10			14-Apr-2011 20:30:47 EDT			456.0			Hunter, David			hunter@timefactor.com						Individual			254.0			Producer			Disapprove			TimeFactor			Editorial			861.0			9.4.5.3			7.0			"can" may be a "may".						Yes			Replace "can" with "might".															


			1.1880100023E10			14-Apr-2011 20:30:47 EDT			455.0			Hunter, David			hunter@timefactor.com						Individual			253.0			Producer			Disapprove			TimeFactor			Editorial			853.0			9.4.1			58.0			"can" may be a "may".						Yes			Replace "can" with "might".															


			1.1880000023E10			14-Apr-2011 20:30:47 EDT			454.0			Hunter, David			hunter@timefactor.com						Individual			252.0			Producer			Disapprove			TimeFactor			Technical			851.0			9.3.7			61.0			"can" may be a "may".						Yes			Replace "can" with "may".															


			1.1879900023E10			14-Apr-2011 20:30:47 EDT			453.0			Hunter, David			hunter@timefactor.com						Individual			251.0			Producer			Disapprove			TimeFactor			Technical			850.0			9.3.5			59.0			"can" may be a "may".						Yes			Replace "can" with "may".															


			1.1879800023E10			14-Apr-2011 20:30:47 EDT			452.0			Hunter, David			hunter@timefactor.com						Individual			250.0			Producer			Disapprove			TimeFactor			Technical			843.0			9.3.2.9			39.0			The term "Under the DCF" in this context is vague:  is the point that this exception is not valid under EDCA/HCCA/MCCA?  Additional material is needed to make this statement less vague.  The question that needs to be answered:  when is the receipt of a data frame from the recipient of a PS-Poll frame *not* a successful ack of the PS-Poll frame?						Yes			Perhaps insert "(but not under EDCA/HCCA/MCCA)" after "DCF".  Or is that the intent?															


			1.1879700023E10			14-Apr-2011 20:30:47 EDT			451.0			Hunter, David			hunter@timefactor.com						Individual			249.0			Producer			Disapprove			TimeFactor			Technical			842.0			9.3.2.9			52.0			"can" may be a "may".						Yes			Replace "can" with "may".															


			1.1879600023E10			14-Apr-2011 20:30:47 EDT			450.0			Hunter, David			hunter@timefactor.com						Individual			248.0			Producer			Disapprove			TimeFactor			Editorial			841.0			9.3.2.8.1			35.0			"can" may be a "may".						Yes			Replace "can" with "is able to".															


			1.1879500023E10			14-Apr-2011 20:30:47 EDT			449.0			Hunter, David			hunter@timefactor.com						Individual			247.0			Producer			Disapprove			TimeFactor			Editorial			841.0			9.3.2.8.1			18.0			"can" may be a "may".						Yes			Replace "can" with "is able to".															


			1.1879400023E10			14-Apr-2011 20:30:47 EDT			448.0			Hunter, David			hunter@timefactor.com						Individual			246.0			Producer			Disapprove			TimeFactor			Technical			841.0			9.3.2.8.1			10.0			Normative term in a definition.						Yes			Replace "may" with "might".															


			1.1879300023E10			14-Apr-2011 20:30:47 EDT			447.0			Hunter, David			hunter@timefactor.com						Individual			245.0			Producer			Disapprove			TimeFactor			Editorial			841.0			9.3.2.8.1			2.0			"cannot" may be a "shall".						Yes			Replace "the NAV cannot be reset" with "it is not possible to reset the NAV".															


			1.1879200023E10			14-Apr-2011 20:30:47 EDT			446.0			Hunter, David			hunter@timefactor.com						Individual			244.0			Producer			Disapprove			TimeFactor			Editorial			839.0			9.3.2.6			25.0			"can" may be a "may".						Yes			Replace "can only" with "are only able to"															


			1.1879100023E10			14-Apr-2011 20:30:47 EDT			445.0			Hunter, David			hunter@timefactor.com						Individual			243.0			Producer			Disapprove			TimeFactor			Editorial			837.0			9.3.2.5			61.0			Missing word.						Yes			Insert "to" between "up" and "the".															


			1.1879000023E10			14-Apr-2011 20:30:47 EDT			444.0			Hunter, David			hunter@timefactor.com						Individual			242.0			Producer			Disapprove			TimeFactor			Editorial			833.0			9.3.1			39.0			"cannot" may be a "shall".						Yes			Replace "cannot" with "is not available to"															


			1.1878900023E10			14-Apr-2011 20:30:47 EDT			443.0			Hunter, David			hunter@timefactor.com						Individual			241.0			Producer			Disapprove			TimeFactor			Technical			833.0			9.3.1			35.0			This statement is an explanation, even though it (incorrectly) contains normative language.						Yes			Replace "may also improve operation in a typical situation where all STAs can receive from the AP, but may not" with "might also improve operation in a typical situation in which all STAs are able to receive from the AP, but might not".															


			1.1878800023E10			14-Apr-2011 20:30:47 EDT			442.0			Hunter, David			hunter@timefactor.com						Individual			240.0			Producer			Disapprove			TimeFactor			Editorial			833.0			9.3.1			17.0			"can" may be a "may".						Yes			Replace "can" with "might".															


			1.1878700023E10			14-Apr-2011 20:30:47 EDT			441.0			Hunter, David			hunter@timefactor.com						Individual			239.0			Producer			Disapprove			TimeFactor			Technical			831.0			9.2.6			40.0			This NOTE is actually a requirement.						Yes			Delete "NOTE1--", replace "can be acknowledged only" with "may only be acknowledged", and replace "NOTE 2" below with "NOTE 1".															


			1.1878600023E10			14-Apr-2011 20:30:47 EDT			440.0			Hunter, David			hunter@timefactor.com						Individual			238.0			Producer			Disapprove			TimeFactor			Technical			830.0			9.2.4.3			59.0			"cannot" may be a "shall".						Yes			Replace "cannot" with "shall not".															


			1.1878500023E10			14-Apr-2011 20:30:47 EDT			439.0			Hunter, David			hunter@timefactor.com						Individual			237.0			Producer			Disapprove			TimeFactor			Editorial			830.0			9.2.4.3			48.0			"can" may be a "may".						Yes			Replace "can" with "might".															


			1.1878400023E10			14-Apr-2011 20:30:47 EDT			438.0			Hunter, David			hunter@timefactor.com						Individual			236.0			Producer			Disapprove			TimeFactor			Technical			830.0			9.2.4.2			18.0			The AP may always use other parameters, for whatever purpose it wants.  But the point here should be that it may also use different *values* for these parameters.						Yes			Replace "parameters" with "parameter values".															


			1.1878300023E10			14-Apr-2011 20:30:47 EDT			437.0			Hunter, David			hunter@timefactor.com						Individual			235.0			Producer			Disapprove			TimeFactor			Technical			830.0			9.2.4.2			11.0			This statement actually requires that after every change in the update count field (in a Beacon), every STA shall transmit a Probe Request to the AP.  Not exactly expeditious behavior.  There are two clear ways to fix this wording:  just fudge by replacing "shall" with "may", or narrow the requirement to apparently what was intended -- that if the update count in the Beacon (Probe Response, etc.) indicates an earlier version than the STA thinks it has, then the STA shall send a Probe Request to clarify things.						Yes			Replace "is different from the value that has been stored,"  with "indicates an earler set of Parameter Set values than the update count value stored in the QoS STA,"															


			1.1878200023E10			14-Apr-2011 20:30:47 EDT			436.0			Hunter, David			hunter@timefactor.com						Individual			234.0			Producer			Disapprove			TimeFactor			Technical			830.0			9.2.4.2			4.0			This does not say which QoS Info field.						Yes			Insert "their own coy of the" in front of "QoS".															


			1.1878100023E10			14-Apr-2011 20:30:47 EDT			435.0			Hunter, David			hunter@timefactor.com						Individual			233.0			Producer			Disapprove			TimeFactor			Technical			829.0			9.2.4.2			65.0			Technically this statement requires that these fields shall be included in all Beacon frames, forevermore.  The problem lies in the inclusion of "or more" in the middle of the sentence.						Yes			Replace "or more" with "(optionally more)" to make it clear that inclusion of this information beyond two DTIMs is optional.															


			1.1878000023E10			14-Apr-2011 20:30:47 EDT			434.0			Hunter, David			hunter@timefactor.com						Individual			232.0			Producer			Disapprove			TimeFactor			Technical			829.0			9.2.4.2			47.0			This NOTE is actually a part of the requirement.						Yes			Delete the period at the end of the sentence on line 46 and the "NOTE--" at the beginning of line 48, and replace "This" on line 48 with ", except this".															


			1.1877900023E10			14-Apr-2011 20:30:47 EDT			433.0			Hunter, David			hunter@timefactor.com						Individual			231.0			Producer			Disapprove			TimeFactor			Editorial			827.0			9.2.1			27.0			"can" may be a "may".						Yes			"															


			1.1877800023E10			14-Apr-2011 20:30:47 EDT			432.0			Hunter, David			hunter@timefactor.com						Individual			230.0			Producer			Disapprove			TimeFactor			Technical			824.0			8.6.3			46.0			"cannot" may be a "shall".						Yes			Replace "cannot" with "shall not".															


			1.1877700023E10			14-Apr-2011 20:30:47 EDT			431.0			Hunter, David			hunter@timefactor.com						Individual			229.0			Producer			Disapprove			TimeFactor			Editorial			822.0			8.6.3			14.0			"can" may be a "may".						Yes			Replace "can" with "might".															


			1.1877600023E10			14-Apr-2011 20:30:47 EDT			430.0			Hunter, David			hunter@timefactor.com						Individual			228.0			Producer			Disapprove			TimeFactor			Technical			821.0			8.6.1			14.0			"can" may be a "may".						Yes			Replace "can usually" with "may".															


			1.1872500023E10			14-Apr-2011 20:30:47 EDT			379.0			Hunter, David			hunter@timefactor.com						Individual			177.0			Producer			Disapprove			TimeFactor			Editorial			568.0			8.4.2.24.11			49.0			"can" may be a "may".						Yes			Replace "can" with "might".															


			1.1872400023E10			14-Apr-2011 20:30:47 EDT			378.0			Hunter, David			hunter@timefactor.com						Individual			176.0			Producer			Disapprove			TimeFactor			Editorial			567.0			8.4.2.24.10			30.0			"can" may be a "may".						Yes			Replace "can" with "might".															


			1.1872300023E10			14-Apr-2011 20:30:47 EDT			377.0			Hunter, David			hunter@timefactor.com						Individual			175.0			Producer			Disapprove			TimeFactor			Editorial			565.0			8.4.2.24.9			5.0			"can" may be a "may".						Yes			Replace "can" with "might".															


			1.1872200023E10			14-Apr-2011 20:30:47 EDT			376.0			Hunter, David			hunter@timefactor.com						Individual			174.0			Producer			Disapprove			TimeFactor			Editorial			556.0			8.4.2.24.8			13.0			"can" may be a "may".						Yes			Replace "can" with "might".															


			1.1872100023E10			14-Apr-2011 20:30:47 EDT			375.0			Hunter, David			hunter@timefactor.com						Individual			173.0			Producer			Disapprove			TimeFactor			Editorial			554.0			8.4.2.24.7			17.0			"can" may be a "may".						Yes			Replace "can" with "might".															


			1.1872000023E10			14-Apr-2011 20:30:47 EDT			374.0			Hunter, David			hunter@timefactor.com						Individual			172.0			Producer			Disapprove			TimeFactor			Editorial			551.0			8.4.2.24.6			64.0			"can" may be a "may".						Yes			Replace "can" with "might".															


			1.1871900023E10			14-Apr-2011 20:30:47 EDT			373.0			Hunter, David			hunter@timefactor.com						Individual			171.0			Producer			Disapprove			TimeFactor			Editorial			550.0			8.4.2.24.5			32.0			"can" may be a "may".						Yes			Replace "can" with "might".															


			1.1871800023E10			14-Apr-2011 20:30:47 EDT			372.0			Hunter, David			hunter@timefactor.com						Individual			170.0			Producer			Disapprove			TimeFactor			Editorial			547.0			8.4.2.24.2			63.0			"cannot" may be a "shall".						Yes			Replace "when significant power is detected in the channel during the measurement period that cannot be" with "when, in the channel during the measurement period, there is significant power detected that is not".															


			1.1871700023E10			14-Apr-2011 20:30:47 EDT			371.0			Hunter, David			hunter@timefactor.com						Individual			169.0			Producer			Disapprove			TimeFactor			Editorial			539.0			8.4.2.23.12			63.0			"can" may be a "may".						Yes			Replace "can" with "might".															


			1.1871600023E10			14-Apr-2011 20:30:47 EDT			370.0			Hunter, David			hunter@timefactor.com						Individual			168.0			Producer			Disapprove			TimeFactor			Technical			539.0			8.4.2.23.12			16.0			"cannot" may be a "shall".						Yes			Replace "cannot" with "shall not".															


			1.1871500023E10			14-Apr-2011 20:30:47 EDT			369.0			Hunter, David			hunter@timefactor.com						Individual			167.0			Producer			Disapprove			TimeFactor			Editorial			539.0			8.4.2.23.11			7.0			"can" may be a "may".						Yes			Replace "can" with "might".															


			1.1871400023E10			14-Apr-2011 20:30:47 EDT			368.0			Hunter, David			hunter@timefactor.com						Individual			166.0			Producer			Disapprove			TimeFactor			Editorial			535.0			8.4.2.23.10			49.0			"can" may be a "may".						Yes			Replace "can" with "might".															


			1.1871300023E10			14-Apr-2011 20:30:47 EDT			367.0			Hunter, David			hunter@timefactor.com						Individual			165.0			Producer			Disapprove			TimeFactor			Editorial			533.0			8.4.2.23.9			2.0			"can" may be a "may".						Yes			Replace "can" with "might".															


			1.1871200023E10			14-Apr-2011 20:30:47 EDT			366.0			Hunter, David			hunter@timefactor.com						Individual			164.0			Producer			Disapprove			TimeFactor			Editorial			527.0			8.4.2.23.7			50.0			"can" may be a "may".						Yes			Replace "can" with "might".															


			1.1871100023E10			14-Apr-2011 20:30:47 EDT			365.0			Hunter, David			hunter@timefactor.com						Individual			163.0			Producer			Disapprove			TimeFactor			Editorial			527.0			8.4.2.23.7			21.0			"can" may be a "may".						Yes			Replace "can" with "might".															


			1.1871000023E10			14-Apr-2011 20:30:47 EDT			364.0			Hunter, David			hunter@timefactor.com						Individual			162.0			Producer			Disapprove			TimeFactor			Editorial			522.0			8.4.2.23.6			63.0			"can" may be a "may".						Yes			Replace "can" with "might".															


			1.1870900023E10			14-Apr-2011 20:30:47 EDT			363.0			Hunter, David			hunter@timefactor.com						Individual			161.0			Producer			Disapprove			TimeFactor			Editorial			521.0			8.4.2.23.5			40.0			"can" may be a "may".						Yes			Replace "can" with "might".															


			1.1870800023E10			14-Apr-2011 20:30:47 EDT			362.0			Hunter, David			hunter@timefactor.com						Individual			160.0			Producer			Disapprove			TimeFactor			Editorial			517.0			8.4.23.1			27.0			"can" may be a "may".						Yes			Replace "can accept measurement reports and can accept" with "is able to accept measurement report and"															


			1.1870700023E10			14-Apr-2011 20:30:47 EDT			361.0			Hunter, David			hunter@timefactor.com						Individual			159.0			Producer			Disapprove			TimeFactor			Editorial			517.0			8.4.23.1			16.0			"can" may be a "may".						Yes			Replace "can" with "is able to".															


			1.1870600023E10			14-Apr-2011 20:30:47 EDT			360.0			Hunter, David			hunter@timefactor.com						Individual			158.0			Producer			Disapprove			TimeFactor			Editorial			510.0			8.4.2.14			61.0			Repeat comment from SB2:  Up to this pont field names do not use the underline character.  Previous CRC response was that inputs came from different sources.  But I would rather help make the names consistent.						Yes			What can I do to (help) make all field names formats consistent?  Will purchase Fmaker and do the work, if a copy of the draft is available.															


			1.1870500023E10			14-Apr-2011 20:30:47 EDT			359.0			Hunter, David			hunter@timefactor.com						Individual			157.0			Producer			Disapprove			TimeFactor			Editorial			505.0			8.4.2.7			50.0			Repeat of comment from a previous SB:  "will" is strongly discouraged in IEEE standards, and is not a mere prediction of the future here.						Yes			Replace "will be" with "is".															


			1.1870400023E10			14-Apr-2011 20:30:47 EDT			358.0			Hunter, David			hunter@timefactor.com						Individual			156.0			Producer			Disapprove			TimeFactor			Editorial			503.0			8..4.2.4			48.0			Unnecessary "can".						Yes			Replace "can be found" with "is".															


			1.1870300023E10			14-Apr-2011 20:30:47 EDT			357.0			Hunter, David			hunter@timefactor.com						Individual			155.0			Producer			Disapprove			TimeFactor			Technical			503.0			8.4.2.3			12.0			Association, not joining.						Yes			Replace "join" with "associate with".															


			1.1870200023E10			14-Apr-2011 20:30:47 EDT			356.0			Hunter, David			hunter@timefactor.com						Individual			154.0			Producer			Disapprove			TimeFactor			Editorial			491.0			8.4.1.32			6.0			Repeat of comment from a previous SB:  "will" is strongly discouraged in IEEE standards, and is not a mere prediction of the future here.						Yes			Delete "will".															


			1.1870100023E10			14-Apr-2011 20:30:47 EDT			355.0			Hunter, David			hunter@timefactor.com						Individual			153.0			Producer			Disapprove			TimeFactor			Editorial			479.0			8.4.1.24			54.0			"can" may be a "may".						Yes			Replace "can" with "is able to".															


			1.1870000023E10			14-Apr-2011 20:30:47 EDT			354.0			Hunter, David			hunter@timefactor.com						Individual			152.0			Producer			Disapprove			TimeFactor			Editorial			476.0			8.4.1.17			38.0			"can" may be a "may".						Yes			Replace "can" with "are able to".															


			1.1869900023E10			14-Apr-2011 20:30:47 EDT			353.0			Hunter, David			hunter@timefactor.com						Individual			151.0			Producer			Disapprove			TimeFactor			Editorial			475.0			8.4.1.17			48.0			"can" may be a "may".						Yes			Replace "can" with "are able to" on both lines 48 and 51.															


			1.1869800023E10			14-Apr-2011 20:30:47 EDT			352.0			Hunter, David			hunter@timefactor.com						Individual			150.0			Producer			Disapprove			TimeFactor			Editorial			409.0			8.2.4.1.2			45.0			Repeat of comment from a previous SB:  "will" is strongly discouraged in IEEE standards, and is not a mere prediction of the future here.						Yes			Replace "will be" with "is".															


			1.1869700023E10			14-Apr-2011 20:30:47 EDT			351.0			Hunter, David			hunter@timefactor.com						Individual			149.0			Producer			Disapprove			TimeFactor			Editorial			364.0			6.5.5			19.0			Repeat comment from SB2: Up to this point parameter names for primitives are in upper and lower case, not all caps with underlines.  Previous CRC response was that inputs came from different sources.  But, history bedarned, I would rather help make the names consistent.						Yes			What can I do to (help) make all of the parameter names consistently capitalized and un-underlined?  Again:  will purchase Fmaker and do the work, if a copy of the draft is available.															


			1.1869600023E10			14-Apr-2011 20:30:47 EDT			350.0			Hunter, David			hunter@timefactor.com						Individual			148.0			Producer			Disapprove			TimeFactor			Editorial			358.0			6.4.10.1.4			33.0			Repeat of comment from a previous SB:  "will" is strongly discouraged in IEEE standards, and is not a mere prediction of the future here.						Yes			Replace "will be" with "are".															


			1.1869500023E10			14-Apr-2011 20:30:47 EDT			349.0			Hunter, David			hunter@timefactor.com						Individual			147.0			Producer			Disapprove			TimeFactor			Editorial			358.0			6.4.10.1.4			23.0			Repeat of comment from a previous SB:  "will" is strongly discouraged in IEEE standards, and is not a mere prediction of the future here.						Yes			Replace "will start" with "starts".															


			1.1869400023E10			14-Apr-2011 20:30:47 EDT			348.0			Hunter, David			hunter@timefactor.com						Individual			146.0			Producer			Disapprove			TimeFactor			Editorial			358.0			6.4.10.1.4			20.0			Repeat of comment from a previous SB:  "will" is strongly discouraged in IEEE standards, and is not a mere prediction of the future here.						Yes			Replace "will power" with "powers".															


			1.1869300023E10			14-Apr-2011 20:30:47 EDT			347.0			Hunter, David			hunter@timefactor.com						Individual			145.0			Producer			Disapprove			TimeFactor			Editorial			358.0			6.4.10.1.4			9.0			Repeat of comment from a previous SB:  "will" is strongly discouraged in IEEE standards, and is not a mere prediction of the future here.						Yes			Replace "will issue" with "issues".															


			1.1869200023E10			14-Apr-2011 20:30:47 EDT			346.0			Hunter, David			hunter@timefactor.com						Individual			144.0			Producer			Disapprove			TimeFactor			Editorial			356.0			6.4.8.6.2			10.0			Repeat of comment from a previous SB:  "will" is strongly discouraged in IEEE standards, and is not a mere prediction of the future here.						Yes			Replace "will be" with "are".															


			1.1869100023E10			14-Apr-2011 20:30:47 EDT			345.0			Hunter, David			hunter@timefactor.com						Individual			143.0			Producer			Disapprove			TimeFactor			Editorial			354.0			6.4.8.4.2			62.0			Repeat of comment from a previous SB:  "will" is strongly discouraged in IEEE standards, and is not a mere prediction of the future here.						Yes			Replace "will be" with "are".															


			1.1869000023E10			14-Apr-2011 20:30:47 EDT			344.0			Hunter, David			hunter@timefactor.com						Individual			142.0			Producer			Disapprove			TimeFactor			Editorial			353.0			6.4.8.3.2			10.0			Repeat of comment from a previous SB:  "will" is strongly discouraged in IEEE standards, and is not a mere prediction of the future here.						Yes			Replace "will be" with "are".															


			1.1868900023E10			14-Apr-2011 20:30:47 EDT			343.0			Hunter, David			hunter@timefactor.com						Individual			141.0			Producer			Disapprove			TimeFactor			Editorial			348.0			6.4.7.6.4			53.0			Repeat of comment from a previous SB:  "will" is strongly discouraged in IEEE standards, and is not a mere prediction of the future here.						Yes			Replace "will generate" with "generates".															


			1.1868800023E10			14-Apr-2011 20:30:47 EDT			342.0			Hunter, David			hunter@timefactor.com						Individual			140.0			Producer			Disapprove			TimeFactor			Editorial			347.0			6.4.7.5.3			62.0			Repeat of comment from a previous SB:  "will" is strongly discouraged in IEEE standards, and is not a mere prediction of the future here.						Yes			Replace "will be" with "is".															


			1.1868700023E10			14-Apr-2011 20:30:47 EDT			341.0			Hunter, David			hunter@timefactor.com						Individual			139.0			Producer			Disapprove			TimeFactor			Editorial			345.0			6.4.7.3.2			27.0			Repeat of comment from a previous SB:  "will" is strongly discouraged in IEEE standards, and is not a mere prediction of the future here.						Yes			Replace "will" with "is going to".															


			1.1868600023E10			14-Apr-2011 20:30:47 EDT			340.0			Hunter, David			hunter@timefactor.com						Individual			138.0			Producer			Disapprove			TimeFactor			Editorial			342.0			6.4.7.1.3			58.0			Repeat of comment from a previous SB:  "will" is strongly discouraged in IEEE standards, and is not a mere prediction of the future here.						Yes			Replace "will receive" with "receives".															


			1.1868500023E10			14-Apr-2011 20:30:47 EDT			339.0			Hunter, David			hunter@timefactor.com						Individual			137.0			Producer			Disapprove			TimeFactor			Editorial			340.0			6.4.4.1.2			61.0			Repeat of comment from a previous SB:  "will" is strongly discouraged in IEEE standards, and is not a mere prediction of the future here.						Yes			Replace "will cancel" with "cancels".															


			1.1868400023E10			14-Apr-2011 20:30:47 EDT			338.0			Hunter, David			hunter@timefactor.com						Individual			136.0			Producer			Disapprove			TimeFactor			Editorial			339.0			6.4.3.1			44.0			Repeat of comment from a previous SB:  "will" is strongly discouraged in IEEE standards, and is not a mere prediction of the future here.						Yes			Replace "will be" with "remains".															


			1.1868300023E10			14-Apr-2011 20:30:47 EDT			337.0			Hunter, David			hunter@timefactor.com						Individual			135.0			Producer			Disapprove			TimeFactor			Editorial			339.0			6.4.3.1			40.0			Repeat comment from SB2: Up to this pont primitive names use hyphens rather than underlines..  Previous CRC response was that inputs came from different sources.  But, being uninterested in almost any kind of history, I would rather help make the names consistent.						Yes			What can I do to (help) make all of the primitive names (at least those in clause 6) consistently hyphenated rather than underlined?  Will purchase Fmaker and do the work, if a copy of the draft is available.															


			1.1868200023E10			14-Apr-2011 20:30:47 EDT			336.0			Hunter, David			hunter@timefactor.com						Individual			134.0			Producer			Disapprove			TimeFactor			Editorial			339.0			6.4.1			25.0			Repeat of comment from a previous SB:  "will" is strongly discouraged in IEEE standards, and is not a mere prediction of the future here.						Yes			Replace "will" with "does".															


			1.1868100023E10			14-Apr-2011 20:30:47 EDT			335.0			Hunter, David			hunter@timefactor.com						Individual			133.0			Producer			Disapprove			TimeFactor			Editorial			337.0			6.3.73.1			42.0			Repeat comment from SB2:  Up to this pont primitive names are all-caps.  Previous CRC response was that inputs came from different sources.  But, being uninterested in sordid history, I would rather help make the names consistent.						Yes			What can I do to (help) make all of the primitive names (at least those in clause 6) consistently all-caps?  Will purchase Fmaker and do the work, if a copy of the draft is available.															


			1.1868000023E10			14-Apr-2011 20:30:47 EDT			334.0			Hunter, David			hunter@timefactor.com						Individual			132.0			Producer			Disapprove			TimeFactor			Editorial			333.0			6.3.73.1.2			63.0			Repeat of comment from a previous SB:  "will" is strongly discouraged in IEEE standards, and is not a mere prediction of the future here.						Yes			Replace "will be" with "is".															


			1.1867900023E10			14-Apr-2011 20:30:47 EDT			333.0			Hunter, David			hunter@timefactor.com						Individual			131.0			Producer			Disapprove			TimeFactor			Editorial			329.0			6.3.71.1.2			50.0			Repeat of comment from a previous SB:  "will" is strongly discouraged in IEEE standards, and is not a mere prediction of the future here.						Yes			Replace "will be" with "is".															


			1.1867800023E10			14-Apr-2011 20:30:47 EDT			332.0			Hunter, David			hunter@timefactor.com						Individual			130.0			Producer			Disapprove			TimeFactor			Editorial			277.0			6.3.57			25.0			Repeat of comment from a previous SB:  "will" is strongly discouraged in IEEE standards, and is not a mere prediction of the future here.						Yes			Replace "will necessarily determine" with "determines".  (The additional words were only for emphasis, not a simple description of fact.)															


			1.1867700023E10			14-Apr-2011 20:30:47 EDT			331.0			Hunter, David			hunter@timefactor.com						Individual			129.0			Producer			Disapprove			TimeFactor			Technical			159.0			6.3.17.1.4			65.0			"can" may be a "may".						Yes			Replace "can" with "may".															


			1.1867600023E10			14-Apr-2011 20:30:47 EDT			330.0			Hunter, David			hunter@timefactor.com						Individual			128.0			Producer			Disapprove			TimeFactor			Editorial			158.0			6.3.16.3.4			41.0			"can" may be a "may".						Yes			Replace "can" with "might".															


			1.1867500023E10			14-Apr-2011 20:30:47 EDT			329.0			Hunter, David			hunter@timefactor.com						Individual			127.0			Producer			Disapprove			TimeFactor			Technical			157.0			6.3.16.3.1			52.0			"can" may be a "may".						Yes			Replace "can" with "may" on both lines 52 and 53.															


			1.1867400023E10			14-Apr-2011 20:30:47 EDT			328.0			Hunter, David			hunter@timefactor.com						Individual			126.0			Producer			Disapprove			TimeFactor			Technical			145.0			6.3.11.2.3			13.0			"can" may be a "may".						Yes			Replace "can" with "may".															


			1.1867300023E10			14-Apr-2011 20:30:47 EDT			327.0			Hunter, David			hunter@timefactor.com						Individual			125.0			Producer			Disapprove			TimeFactor			Technical			144.0			6.3.11.2.3			21.0			Association, not joining.						Yes			Replace "join" with "associating with".															


			1.1867200023E10			14-Apr-2011 20:30:47 EDT			326.0			Hunter, David			hunter@timefactor.com						Individual			124.0			Producer			Disapprove			TimeFactor			Technical			144.0			6.3.11.2.3			14.0			Association, not joining.						Yes			Replace "join" with "associating with".															


			1.1867100023E10			14-Apr-2011 20:30:47 EDT			325.0			Hunter, David			hunter@timefactor.com						Individual			123.0			Producer			Disapprove			TimeFactor			Technical			143.0			6.3.11.2.3			31.0			Association, not joining.						Yes			Replace "join" with "associating with".															


			1.1867000023E10			14-Apr-2011 20:30:47 EDT			324.0			Hunter, David			hunter@timefactor.com						Individual			122.0			Producer			Disapprove			TimeFactor			Editorial			141.0			6.3.10.2.4			47.0			"can" may be a "may".						Yes			Replace "can" with "will".															


			1.1866900023E10			14-Apr-2011 20:30:47 EDT			323.0			Hunter, David			hunter@timefactor.com						Individual			121.0			Producer			Disapprove			TimeFactor			Technical			141.0			6.3.10.2.2			28.0			"can" may be a "may".						Yes			Replace "can" with "may".															


			1.1866800023E10			14-Apr-2011 20:30:47 EDT			322.0			Hunter, David			hunter@timefactor.com						Individual			120.0			Producer			Disapprove			TimeFactor			Technical			127.0			6.3.8.2.2			58.0			"can" may be a "may".						Yes			Replace "can" with "may".															


			1.1866700023E10			14-Apr-2011 20:30:47 EDT			321.0			Hunter, David			hunter@timefactor.com						Individual			119.0			Producer			Disapprove			TimeFactor			Editorial			127.0			6.3.8.2.2			46.0			Need a blank line between the parens and the top of the table.						Yes			Insert null line at line 46.															


			1.1866600023E10			14-Apr-2011 20:30:47 EDT			320.0			Hunter, David			hunter@timefactor.com						Individual			118.0			Producer			Disapprove			TimeFactor			Technical			117.0			6.3.7.2.2			54.0			"can" may be a "may".						Yes			Replace "can" with "may".															


			1.1866500023E10			14-Apr-2011 20:30:47 EDT			319.0			Hunter, David			hunter@timefactor.com						Individual			117.0			Producer			Disapprove			TimeFactor			Technical			115.0			6.3.6.2.3			43.0			"can" may be a "may".						Yes			Replace "can" with "may".															


			1.1866400023E10			14-Apr-2011 20:30:47 EDT			318.0			Hunter, David			hunter@timefactor.com						Individual			116.0			Producer			Disapprove			TimeFactor			Technical			111.0			6.3.5.2.3			51.0			"can" may be a "may".						Yes			Replace "can" with "may".															


			1.1866300023E10			14-Apr-2011 20:30:47 EDT			317.0			Hunter, David			hunter@timefactor.com						Individual			115.0			Producer			Disapprove			TimeFactor			Technical			105.0			6.3.3.3.2			12.0			Association, not joining.						Yes			Replace "join" with "associating with".															


			1.1866200023E10			14-Apr-2011 20:30:47 EDT			316.0			Hunter, David			hunter@timefactor.com						Individual			114.0			Producer			Disapprove			TimeFactor			Technical			105.0			6.3.3.3.2			6.0			Association, not joining.						Yes			Replace "join" with "associating with".															


			1.1866100023E10			14-Apr-2011 20:30:47 EDT			315.0			Hunter, David			hunter@timefactor.com						Individual			113.0			Producer			Disapprove			TimeFactor			Technical			102.0			6.3.3.3.2			29.0			Association, not joining.						Yes			Replace "join" with "associate with".															


			1.1866000023E10			14-Apr-2011 20:30:47 EDT			314.0			Hunter, David			hunter@timefactor.com						Individual			112.0			Producer			Disapprove			TimeFactor			Technical			101.0			6.3.3.3.2			33.0			Association, not joining.						Yes			Replace "joining an IBSS" with "associating with a STA in an IBSS".															


			1.1865900023E10			14-Apr-2011 20:30:47 EDT			313.0			Hunter, David			hunter@timefactor.com						Individual			111.0			Producer			Disapprove			TimeFactor			Technical			100.0			6.3.3.2.3			35.0			Association, not joining.						Yes			Replace "other BSSs that it can join" with "other BSSs with which it might associate".															


			1.1865800023E10			14-Apr-2011 20:30:47 EDT			312.0			Hunter, David			hunter@timefactor.com						Individual			110.0			Producer			Disapprove			TimeFactor			Technical			99.0			6.3.3.2.1			14.0			The appropriate function here is association, not joining.						Yes			Replace "that the STA can later elect to try to join" with "with which the STA might later elect to try to associate".															


			1.1865700023E10			14-Apr-2011 20:30:47 EDT			311.0			Hunter, David			hunter@timefactor.com						Individual			109.0			Producer			Disapprove			TimeFactor			Technical			99.0			6.3.3.2.1			14.0			"can" may be a "may".						Yes			Replace "can" with "may".															


			1.1865600023E10			14-Apr-2011 20:30:47 EDT			310.0			Hunter, David			hunter@timefactor.com						Individual			108.0			Producer			Disapprove			TimeFactor			Technical			96.0			6.2			48.0			"can" may be a "may".						Yes			Replace "can" with "may".															


			1.1865500023E10			14-Apr-2011 20:30:47 EDT			309.0			Hunter, David			hunter@timefactor.com						Individual			107.0			Producer			Disapprove			TimeFactor			Editorial			96.0			6.2			43.0			"can" may be a "may".						Yes			Replace "can" with "might".															


			1.1865400023E10			14-Apr-2011 20:30:47 EDT			308.0			Hunter, David			hunter@timefactor.com						Individual			106.0			Producer			Disapprove			TimeFactor			Editorial			96.0			6.2			12.0			"can" may be a "may".						Yes			Replace "can" with "might".															


			1.1865300023E10			14-Apr-2011 20:30:47 EDT			307.0			Hunter, David			hunter@timefactor.com						Individual			105.0			Producer			Disapprove			TimeFactor			Technical			95.0			6.1			65.0			"can" may be a "may".						Yes			Replace "can" with "may".															


			1.1865200023E10			14-Apr-2011 20:30:47 EDT			306.0			Hunter, David			hunter@timefactor.com						Individual			104.0			Producer			Disapprove			TimeFactor			Editorial			95.0			6.1			64.0			"can" may be a "may".						Yes			Replace "can" with "might".															


			1.1865100023E10			14-Apr-2011 20:30:47 EDT			305.0			Hunter, David			hunter@timefactor.com						Individual			103.0			Producer			Disapprove			TimeFactor			Editorial			95.0			6.1			15.0			"can" may be a "may".						Yes			Replace "In general this entity can be viewed as being" with "Typically this entity is"															


			1.1865000023E10			14-Apr-2011 20:30:47 EDT			304.0			Hunter, David			hunter@timefactor.com						Individual			102.0			Producer			Disapprove			TimeFactor			Editorial			95.0			6.1			13.0			"can" may be a "may".						Yes			Replace "can" with "might".															


			1.1864900023E10			14-Apr-2011 20:30:47 EDT			303.0			Hunter, David			hunter@timefactor.com						Individual			101.0			Producer			Disapprove			TimeFactor			Technical			95.0			6.1			9.0			"can" may be a "may".						Yes			Replace "can" with "may".															


			1.1864800023E10			14-Apr-2011 20:30:47 EDT			302.0			Hunter, David			hunter@timefactor.com						Individual			100.0			Producer			Disapprove			TimeFactor			Editorial			89.0			5.2.2.4			15.0			"can" may be a "may".						Yes			Replace "request can be fulfilled according to the requested parameters, the MAC sublayer entity" with "the MAC sublayer entity is able to fulfill the request according to the requested parameters, it"															


			1.1864700023E10			14-Apr-2011 20:30:47 EDT			301.0			Hunter, David			hunter@timefactor.com						Individual			99.0			Producer			Disapprove			TimeFactor			Editorial			89.0			5.2.2.4			12.0			"cannot" may be a "shall".						Yes			Replace "cannot be" with "is not".															


			1.1864600023E10			14-Apr-2011 20:30:47 EDT			300.0			Hunter, David			hunter@timefactor.com						Individual			98.0			Producer			Disapprove			TimeFactor			Editorial			89.0			5.2.2.4			11.0			"can" may be a "may".						Yes			Replace "the request can be fulfilled" with "it is able to fulfill the request"															


			1.1862400023E10			14-Apr-2011 20:30:47 EDT			278.0			Hunter, David			hunter@timefactor.com						Individual			76.0			Producer			Disapprove			TimeFactor			Technical			65.0			4.5.4.2			35.0			This "may" is not a permission.						Yes			Replace "may impacct the speed with which a STA can reassociate" with "might impact the speed with which a STA reassociates"															


			1.1862300023E10			14-Apr-2011 20:30:47 EDT			277.0			Hunter, David			hunter@timefactor.com						Individual			75.0			Producer			Disapprove			TimeFactor			Technical			65.0			4.5.4.2			33.0			"can" may be a "may".						Yes			Replace "can" with "may".															


			1.1862200023E10			14-Apr-2011 20:30:47 EDT			276.0			Hunter, David			hunter@timefactor.com						Individual			74.0			Producer			Disapprove			TimeFactor			Editorial			65.0			4.5.4.2			28.0			"can" may be a "may".						Yes			Replace "can" with "might".															


			1.1862100023E10			14-Apr-2011 20:30:47 EDT			275.0			Hunter, David			hunter@timefactor.com						Individual			73.0			Producer			Disapprove			TimeFactor			Technical			64.0			4.5.3.5			15.0			"cannot" may be a "shall".						Yes			This "may not" really is a "shall".  But there are many other normative statements in clause 4, so: replace "Disassociation cannot be refused by the receiving STA" with "The receiving STA shall not refuse disassociation".															


			1.1862000023E10			14-Apr-2011 20:30:47 EDT			274.0			Hunter, David			hunter@timefactor.com						Individual			72.0			Producer			Disapprove			TimeFactor			Editorial			62.0			4.5.3.1			39.0			"can" may be a "may".						Yes			Replace "can" with "is allowed to".															


			1.1861900023E10			14-Apr-2011 20:30:47 EDT			273.0			Hunter, David			hunter@timefactor.com						Individual			71.0			Producer			Disapprove			TimeFactor			Technical			57.0			4.3.14			65.0			"can" may be a "may".						Yes			Replace "can" with "may".															


			1.1861800023E10			14-Apr-2011 20:30:47 EDT			272.0			Hunter, David			hunter@timefactor.com						Individual			70.0			Producer			Disapprove			TimeFactor			Editorial			56.0			4.3.13.14			57.0			"can" may be a "may".						Yes			Replace "can" with "might".  Also, a space is missing at the beginning of this sentence.															


			1.1861700023E10			14-Apr-2011 20:30:47 EDT			271.0			Hunter, David			hunter@timefactor.com						Individual			69.0			Producer			Disapprove			TimeFactor			Editorial			56.0			4.3.13.13			49.0			Repeat of comment from a previous SB:  "will" is strongly discouraged in IEEE standards, and is not a mere prediction of the future here.						Yes			Replace "will" with "does".															


			1.1861600023E10			14-Apr-2011 20:30:47 EDT			270.0			Hunter, David			hunter@timefactor.com						Individual			68.0			Producer			Disapprove			TimeFactor			Editorial			56.0			4.3.13.11			34.0			"can" may be a "may".						Yes			Replace "can" with "might".															


			1.1861500023E10			14-Apr-2011 20:30:47 EDT			269.0			Hunter, David			hunter@timefactor.com						Individual			67.0			Producer			Disapprove			TimeFactor			Technical			56.0			4.3.13.9			22.0			"can" may be a "may".						Yes			Replace "can" with "may".  (There are many other "may"s in clause 4, so this is not unusual.)  In addition, on line 26 replace "can be exchanged" with "is exchangeable".															


			1.1861400023E10			14-Apr-2011 20:30:47 EDT			268.0			Hunter, David			hunter@timefactor.com						Individual			66.0			Producer			Disapprove			TimeFactor			Technical			55.0			4.3.13.5			42.0			"can" may be a "may".						Yes			Replace "can use" with "uses".															


			1.1861300023E10			14-Apr-2011 20:30:47 EDT			267.0			Hunter, David			hunter@timefactor.com						Individual			65.0			Producer			Disapprove			TimeFactor			Editorial			55.0			4.3.13.4			33.0			"can" may be a "may".						Yes			Delete "can".															


			1.1861200023E10			14-Apr-2011 20:30:47 EDT			266.0			Hunter, David			hunter@timefactor.com						Individual			64.0			Producer			Disapprove			TimeFactor			Technical			55.0			4.3.13.1			13.0			More weak marketing hype.						Yes			Replace this sentence with: "Clause B.4.21 (WNM extensions) specifies the mandatory and optional functionality in WNM."  Or is this statement necessary at all?															


			1.1861100023E10			14-Apr-2011 20:30:47 EDT			265.0			Hunter, David			hunter@timefactor.com						Individual			63.0			Producer			Disapprove			TimeFactor			Technical			54.0			4.3.13.1			29.0			Bulky marketing-oriented introduction that is out of place in an IEEE standard.						Yes			Replace the first two paragraphs with:
"Wireless network management (WNM) is designed to improve the performance of a wireless network by enabling STAs to exhange information about:
  -- Network conditions
  -- Network topology and state
  -- Presence of collocated interference
  -- RF parameters
  -- Location information
  -- Multiple BSSIDs on the same channel
  -- Delivery of group addressed frames
  -- WNM-sleep mode."															


			1.1861000023E10			14-Apr-2011 20:30:47 EDT			264.0			Hunter, David			hunter@timefactor.com						Individual			62.0			Producer			Disapprove			TimeFactor			Editorial			54.0			4.3.13			24.0			"Wireless network management" is just the name of a function, not the name of a frame, field, primitve, etc. that would need initial caps.						Yes			Replace "Wireless Network Management" with "wireless network management" throughout the draft.															


			1.1860900023E10			14-Apr-2011 20:30:47 EDT			263.0			Hunter, David			hunter@timefactor.com						Individual			61.0			Producer			Disapprove			TimeFactor			Technical			54.0			4.3.12			21.0			"TDLS is separate from DLS." is confusing -- how is it separate?						Yes			Replace "DLS." with "DLS:  either of these optional capabilities may be implemented independently of the other."															


			1.1860800023E10			14-Apr-2011 20:30:47 EDT			262.0			Hunter, David			hunter@timefactor.com						Individual			60.0			Producer			Disapprove			TimeFactor			Editorial			54.0			4.3.12			17.0			Repeat of comment from a previous SB:  "will" is strongly discouraged in IEEE standards, and is not a mere prediction of the future here.						Yes			Replace "will be" with "are".															


			1.1860700023E10			14-Apr-2011 20:30:47 EDT			261.0			Hunter, David			hunter@timefactor.com						Individual			59.0			Producer			Disapprove			TimeFactor			Technical			54.0			4.3.12			14.0			This "can" actually is a "may", something that is permitted by the standard, but this is clause 4.						Yes			Replace "can be" with "are".															


			1.1860600023E10			14-Apr-2011 20:30:47 EDT			260.0			Hunter, David			hunter@timefactor.com						Individual			58.0			Producer			Disapprove			TimeFactor			Editorial			54.0			4.3.11			5.0			The statement "The Vendor Specific...of a BSS." is about a different subject than the rest of this paragraph.						Yes			Make the statement "The Vendor Specific...of a BSS." a separate pargraph, following the current paragraph.															


			1.1860500023E10			14-Apr-2011 20:30:47 EDT			259.0			Hunter, David			hunter@timefactor.com						Individual			57.0			Producer			Disapprove			TimeFactor			Editorial			53.0			4.3.11			56.0			The last sentence of this paragraph expresses an important concept that is separate from the rest of the paragraph.						Yes			Make the statement "A STA whose MIB does not include ... the attribute is false." a separate pargraph.															


			1.1860400023E10			14-Apr-2011 20:30:47 EDT			258.0			Hunter, David			hunter@timefactor.com						Individual			56.0			Producer			Disapprove			TimeFactor			Editorial			53.0			4.3.11			56.0			"where" is inappropriate when location is not involved.						Yes			Replace "where" with "in which".															


			1.1860300023E10			14-Apr-2011 20:30:47 EDT			257.0			Hunter, David			hunter@timefactor.com						Individual			55.0			Producer			Disapprove			TimeFactor			Technical			53.0			4.3.11			49.0			This "can" actually is a "may", something that is permitted by the standard, but this is clause 4.						Yes			Replace "a data frame can be sent" with "the STA is allowed to send a data frame".  We'll see if the IEEE Editors have heartburn over that.															


			1.1860200023E10			14-Apr-2011 20:30:47 EDT			256.0			Hunter, David			hunter@timefactor.com						Individual			54.0			Producer			Disapprove			TimeFactor			Editorial			53.0			4.3.10			8.0			"can" may be a "may".						Yes			Replace "can support" with "are able to provide"															


			1.1860100023E10			14-Apr-2011 20:30:47 EDT			255.0			Hunter, David			hunter@timefactor.com						Individual			53.0			Producer			Disapprove			TimeFactor			Editorial			52.0			4.3.9.1			16.0			"can" may be a "may".						Yes			Delete "can".															


			1.1860000023E10			14-Apr-2011 20:30:47 EDT			254.0			Hunter, David			hunter@timefactor.com						Individual			52.0			Producer			Disapprove			TimeFactor			Editorial			50.0			4.3.8.2			51.0			"BSSID" is not defined in the current text, and this is the first occurrence.						Yes			Replace "BSSID" with "basic service set identification (BSSID)".															


			1.1859900023E10			14-Apr-2011 20:30:47 EDT			253.0			Hunter, David			hunter@timefactor.com						Individual			51.0			Producer			Disapprove			TimeFactor			Editorial			50.0			4.3.8.2			51.0			"SSID" is not defined in the current text, and this is the first occurrence.						Yes			Replace "SSID" with "service set identifier (SSID)".															


			1.1859800023E10			14-Apr-2011 20:30:47 EDT			252.0			Hunter, David			hunter@timefactor.com						Individual			50.0			Producer			Disapprove			TimeFactor			Editorial			50.0			4.3.8.2			38.0			"can" may be a "may".						Yes			Replace "it can" with "whose transmissions it is able to".															


			1.1859700023E10			14-Apr-2011 20:30:47 EDT			251.0			Hunter, David			hunter@timefactor.com						Individual			49.0			Producer			Disapprove			TimeFactor			Editorial			49.0			4.3.8.1			62.0			"can" may be a "may".						Yes			Replace "can" with "are able to".															


			1.1859600023E10			14-Apr-2011 20:30:47 EDT			250.0			Hunter, David			hunter@timefactor.com						Individual			48.0			Producer			Disapprove			TimeFactor			Editorial			49.0			4.3.8.1			61.0			"can" may be a "may".						Yes			Replace "can" with "might".															


			1.1859500023E10			14-Apr-2011 20:30:47 EDT			249.0			Hunter, David			hunter@timefactor.com						Individual			47.0			Producer			Disapprove			TimeFactor			Editorial			48.0			4.3.7			48.0			"can" may be a "may".						Yes			Replace "can" with "might".															


			1.1859400023E10			14-Apr-2011 20:30:47 EDT			248.0			Hunter, David			hunter@timefactor.com						Individual			46.0			Producer			Disapprove			TimeFactor			Technical			45.0			4.3.4.3			61.0			"can" may be a "may".						Yes			Replace "can" with "may".															


			1.1859300023E10			14-Apr-2011 20:30:47 EDT			247.0			Hunter, David			hunter@timefactor.com						Individual			45.0			Producer			Disapprove			TimeFactor			Editorial			43.0			4.3.1			1.0			The "can" problem.						Yes			Replace "can no longer directly communicate" with "is no longer able to communicate directly".															


			1.1859200023E10			14-Apr-2011 20:30:47 EDT			246.0			Hunter, David			hunter@timefactor.com						Individual			44.0			Producer			Disapprove			TimeFactor			Editorial			41.0			4.2.3			65.0			The "can" problem, plus over-hypey.						Yes			Replace "can truly be made" with "are possible".															


			1.1859100023E10			14-Apr-2011 20:30:47 EDT			245.0			Hunter, David			hunter@timefactor.com						Individual			43.0			Producer			Disapprove			TimeFactor			Editorial			41.0			4.2.3			52.0			Both an instance of "can" and it is clearer to say "is able to".						Yes			Replace "can" with "is able to".															


			1.1859000023E10			14-Apr-2011 20:30:47 EDT			244.0			Hunter, David			hunter@timefactor.com						Individual			42.0			Producer			Disapprove			TimeFactor			Editorial			41.0			4,.2.3			42.0			In this draft in-sentence enumerated and bulleted lists are written in two distinct styles:  they either are preceded by a colon, or not.						Yes			Write out each in-sentence list with a colon following its introductory clause -- matching the style presented in the IEEE Style Manual,.															


			1.1858900023E10			14-Apr-2011 20:30:47 EDT			243.0			Hunter, David			hunter@timefactor.com						Individual			41.0			Producer			Disapprove			TimeFactor			Editorial			41.0			4.2.2			35.0			"can" may be a "may".						Yes			Replace "can" with "might" both here and onl line 36.															


			1.1858800023E10			14-Apr-2011 20:30:47 EDT			242.0			Hunter, David			hunter@timefactor.com						Individual			40.0			Producer			Disapprove			TimeFactor			Editorial			40.0			3.2			43.0			"wireless network management" is the name of a procedure, not a frame, field, primitive, formal name, etc. that needs upper case.						Yes			Replace "Wireless Network Management" with "wireless network management" throughout the draft.															


			1.1858700023E10			14-Apr-2011 20:30:47 EDT			241.0			Hunter, David			hunter@timefactor.com						Individual			39.0			Producer			Disapprove			TimeFactor			Editorial			36.0			3.2			29.0			"management frame protection" is the name of a service, not a frame, field, primitive, formal name, etc. that needs upper case.						Yes			Replace "Management Frame Protection" with "management frame protection" throughout the draft.															


			1.1858600023E10			14-Apr-2011 20:30:47 EDT			240.0			Hunter, David			hunter@timefactor.com						Individual			38.0			Producer			Disapprove			TimeFactor			Technical			31.0			3.1			53.0			Normative term in a definition.						Yes			Replace "may" with "might".															


			1.1858500023E10			14-Apr-2011 20:30:47 EDT			239.0			Hunter, David			hunter@timefactor.com						Individual			37.0			Producer			Disapprove			TimeFactor			Editorial			31.0			3.1			42.0			"can" may be a "may".						Yes			Replace "can be identified" with "is identifiable".															


			1.1858400023E10			14-Apr-2011 20:30:47 EDT			238.0			Hunter, David			hunter@timefactor.com						Individual			36.0			Producer			Disapprove			TimeFactor			Editorial			30.0			3.1			25.0			"can" may be a "may".						Yes			Replace "can" with "might".															


			1.1858300023E10			14-Apr-2011 20:30:47 EDT			237.0			Hunter, David			hunter@timefactor.com						Individual			35.0			Producer			Disapprove			TimeFactor			Editorial			30.0			3.1			22.0			"can" may be a "may".						Yes			Replace "can" with "might".															


			1.1858200023E10			14-Apr-2011 20:30:47 EDT			236.0			Hunter, David			hunter@timefactor.com						Individual			34.0			Producer			Disapprove			TimeFactor			Technical			29.0			3.1			37.0			Normative term in a definition.						Yes			Replace "may" with "is allowed to".															


			1.1857100023E10			14-Apr-2011 20:30:47 EDT			225.0			Hunter, David			hunter@timefactor.com						Individual			23.0			Producer			Disapprove			TimeFactor			Technical			17.0			3.1			51.0			Normative term in a definition.						Yes			Replace "may or may not" with "mght or might not".															


			1.1857000023E10			14-Apr-2011 20:30:47 EDT			224.0			Hunter, David			hunter@timefactor.com						Individual			22.0			Producer			Disapprove			TimeFactor			Technical			17.0			3.1			32.0			Normative term in a definition.						Yes			Replace "may" with "might".															


			1.1856900023E10			14-Apr-2011 20:30:47 EDT			223.0			Hunter, David			hunter@timefactor.com						Individual			21.0			Producer			Disapprove			TimeFactor			Technical			16.0			3.1			61.0			Normative term in a definition.						Yes			Replace "may" with "might".															


			1.1856800023E10			14-Apr-2011 20:30:47 EDT			222.0			Hunter, David			hunter@timefactor.com						Individual			20.0			Producer			Disapprove			TimeFactor			Editorial			15.0			3.1			52.0			"can" may be a "may".						Yes			Replace "can be derived" with "is derivable".															


			1.1856700023E10			14-Apr-2011 20:30:47 EDT			221.0			Hunter, David			hunter@timefactor.com						Individual			19.0			Producer			Disapprove			TimeFactor			Technical			13.0			3.1			64.0			Normative term n a definition.						Yes			Replace "may" with "might".															


			1.1856600023E10			14-Apr-2011 20:30:47 EDT			220.0			Hunter, David			hunter@timefactor.com						Individual			18.0			Producer			Disapprove			TimeFactor			Technical			13.0			3.1			37.0			Normative term in a definition.						Yes			Replace "may" with "might".															


			1.1856500023E10			14-Apr-2011 20:30:47 EDT			219.0			Hunter, David			hunter@timefactor.com						Individual			17.0			Producer			Disapprove			TimeFactor			Technical			12.0			3.1			58.0			Normative term in a definition.						Yes			Replace "may" with "might".															


			1.1856400023E10			14-Apr-2011 20:30:47 EDT			218.0			Hunter, David			hunter@timefactor.com						Individual			16.0			Producer			Disapprove			TimeFactor			Technical			12.0			3.1			42.0			The importance of a station being hidden is not that its transmissions cannot possibly be detected (perhaps they could with a better antenna, for instance), but that those transmissions simply are not detected.						Yes			Replace "cannot be" with "are not".															


			1.1856300023E10			14-Apr-2011 20:30:47 EDT			217.0			Hunter, David			hunter@timefactor.com						Individual			15.0			Producer			Disapprove			TimeFactor			Technical			12.0			3.1			38.0			Normative term in a definition.						Yes			Replace "may" with "might".															


			1.1856200023E10			14-Apr-2011 20:30:47 EDT			216.0			Hunter, David			hunter@timefactor.com						Individual			14.0			Producer			Disapprove			TimeFactor			Technical			12.0			3.1			35.0			Normative term n a definition.						Yes			Replace "may" with "might".															


			1.1856100023E10			14-Apr-2011 20:30:47 EDT			215.0			Hunter, David			hunter@timefactor.com						Individual			13.0			Producer			Disapprove			TimeFactor			Technical			11.0			3.1			54.0			Normative term in a definition.						Yes			Replace "may be" with "is".															


			1.1856000023E10			14-Apr-2011 20:30:47 EDT			214.0			Hunter, David			hunter@timefactor.com						Individual			12.0			Producer			Disapprove			TimeFactor			Technical			11.0			3.1			51.0			"can" may be a "may".						Yes			Replace "in which" with "that enables" and replace "can" with "to".															


			1.1855900023E10			14-Apr-2011 20:30:47 EDT			213.0			Hunter, David			hunter@timefactor.com						Individual			11.0			Producer			Disapprove			TimeFactor			Technical			11.0			3.1			49.0			Normative term in a definition.						Yes			Replace "may" with "might".															


			1.1855800023E10			14-Apr-2011 20:30:47 EDT			212.0			Hunter, David			hunter@timefactor.com						Individual			10.0			Producer			Disapprove			TimeFactor			Technical			11.0			3.1			11.0			Normative term in a definition.						Yes			Onl ine 11 delete "may".  On line 12 repalce "may" with "might".															


			1.1855700023E10			14-Apr-2011 20:30:47 EDT			211.0			Hunter, David			hunter@timefactor.com						Individual			9.0			Producer			Disapprove			TimeFactor			Technical			10.0			3.1			55.0			Normative term in a definition.						Yes			Replace "may choose that" with "chooses whether" and replace "be" with "are".															


			1.1855600023E10			14-Apr-2011 20:30:47 EDT			210.0			Hunter, David			hunter@timefactor.com						Individual			8.0			Producer			Disapprove			TimeFactor			Technical			10.0			3.1			54.0			"can" may be a "may".						Yes			Replace "can operate" with "operates".															


			1.1855500023E10			14-Apr-2011 20:30:47 EDT			209.0			Hunter, David			hunter@timefactor.com						Individual			7.0			Producer			Disapprove			TimeFactor			Technical			10.0			3.1			33.0			Repeat of comment from a previous SB:  "will" is strongly discouraged in IEEE standards, and is not a mere prediction of the future here.						Yes			Replace "will be" with "is".															


			1.1855400023E10			14-Apr-2011 20:30:47 EDT			208.0			Hunter, David			hunter@timefactor.com						Individual			6.0			Producer			Disapprove			TimeFactor			Technical			10.0			3.1			27.0			Normative term in a definition.						Yes			Replace "may" with "might".															


			1.1855300023E10			14-Apr-2011 20:30:47 EDT			207.0			Hunter, David			hunter@timefactor.com						Individual			5.0			Producer			Disapprove			TimeFactor			Technical			9.0			3.1			3.0			Normative term in a definition.						Yes			Replace "may" with "might" in both instances on this line.															


			1.1855200023E10			14-Apr-2011 20:30:47 EDT			206.0			Hunter, David			hunter@timefactor.com						Individual			4.0			Producer			Disapprove			TimeFactor			Technical			8.0			3.1			64.0			Normative term and "can" in a definition.						Yes			Replace "may" with "might" and replace "and can contain" with "including".															


			1.1855100023E10			14-Apr-2011 20:30:47 EDT			205.0			Hunter, David			hunter@timefactor.com						Individual			3.0			Producer			Disapprove			TimeFactor			Technical			7.0			3.1			44.0			Normative term in a definition.						Yes			Replace "may" with "might".															


			1.1855000023E10			14-Apr-2011 20:30:47 EDT			204.0			Hunter, David			hunter@timefactor.com						Individual			2.0			Producer			Disapprove			TimeFactor			Technical			7.0			3.1			7.0			This defintion is simply wrong:  authorization is the act of actually authorizing, not the act of determining whether something can be authorized;  in addition, "can" may be a "may".						Yes			Replace the definition with:  "The act of determining whether a particular right, such as access to a resource, is granted to an entity."															


			1.1854900023E10			14-Apr-2011 20:30:47 EDT			203.0			Hunter, David			hunter@timefactor.com						Individual			1.0			Producer			Disapprove			TimeFactor			Technical			6.0			3.1			1.0			"can" may be a "may".						Yes			Replace "can be exchanged" with "are exchangeable"															


			1.1797300023E10			14-Apr-2011 17:32:52 EDT			202.0			Kraemer, Bruce			bkraemer@marvell.com						Individual			6.0			Producer			Disapprove			Marvell Semiconductor, Inc.			Technical			1642.0			19.3.20.1			36.0			The mask is defined with reference to the max PSD of the signal. In 11mb, we have introduced sloppier flatness requirements which allowsthe peak PSD to rise above the mean by 4 dB. So for devices with +4dB peaks, the mask requirements are loosened (higher slidelobes) by 2dB. The effective mask requirements are therefore relaxed by a further 2dB.						Yes			Redefine 0dBr to be dB relative to the minimum of the maximum spectral density or 2dB above the average spectral density. Full submission on resolution will be supplied prior to May meeting.															


			1.1797200023E10			14-Apr-2011 17:32:52 EDT			201.0			Kraemer, Bruce			bkraemer@marvell.com						Individual			5.0			Producer			Disapprove			Marvell Semiconductor, Inc.			Technical			1641.0			19.3.20.1			37.0			The mask is defined with reference to the max PSD of the signal. In 11mb, we have introduced sloppier flatness requirements which allowsthe peak PSD to rise above the mean by 4 dB. So for devices with +4dB peaks, the mask requirements are loosened (higher slidelobes) by 2dB. The effective mask requirements are therefore relaxed by a further 2dB.						Yes			Redefine 0dBr to be dB relative to the minimum of the maximum spectral density or 2dB above the average spectral density. Full submission on resolution will be supplied prior to May meeting.															


			1.1797100023E10			14-Apr-2011 17:32:52 EDT			200.0			Kraemer, Bruce			bkraemer@marvell.com						Individual			4.0			Producer			Disapprove			Marvell Semiconductor, Inc.			Technical			1503.0			17.3.9.3			20.0			The mask is defined with reference to the max PSD of the signal. In 11mb, we have introduced sloppier flatness requirements which allowsthe peak PSD to rise above the mean by 4 dB. So for devices with +4dB peaks, the mask requirements are loosened (higher slidelobes) by 2dB. The effective mask requirements are therefore relaxed by a further 2dB.						Yes			Redefine 0dBr to be dB relative to the minimum of the maximum spectral density or 2dB above the average spectral density. Full submission on resolution will be supplied prior to May meeting.															


			1.1797000023E10			14-Apr-2011 17:32:52 EDT			199.0			Kraemer, Bruce			bkraemer@marvell.com						Individual			3.0			Producer			Disapprove			Marvell Semiconductor, Inc.			Technical			844.0			9.3.2.11			18.0			"Sequence numbers for QoS (+)Null frames may be set to any
value." If the sequence number for QoS Null is always set to a same value, it may cause undesired frame drop due to frame duplication check.						Yes			QoS Null frames shall be assigned sequence numbers using a module -4096 counter, and the sequence number shall be incremented by 1 for each  transmission.															


			1.1796900023E10			14-Apr-2011 17:32:52 EDT			198.0			Kraemer, Bruce			bkraemer@marvell.com						Individual			2.0			Producer			Disapprove			Marvell Semiconductor, Inc.			Technical			1190.0			11.3.3.4.2			13.0			"The encrypted frame body includes an 8-octet MIC (9-2304 octets)." The frame body size in the bracket is incorrect.						Yes			Remove the bracketed content.															


			1.1796800023E10			14-Apr-2011 17:32:52 EDT			197.0			Kraemer, Bruce			bkraemer@marvell.com						Individual			1.0			Producer			Disapprove			Marvell Semiconductor, Inc.			Technical			1188.0			11.3.3.3.6			64.0			The frame body size listed in the bracket (1-7919 octets; 7919 = 7935 - 8 MIC octets - 8 CCMP header octets) is inconsistent with the following text in 8.2.3: "The Frame Body field is of variable size. The maximum frame body size is determined by the maximum MSDU size (2304 octets) or the maximum A-MSDU size (3839 or 7935 octets, depending upon the STA's capability), plus any overhead from security encapsulation."						Yes			Remove the bracketed content. Don't see it necessary to include the numbers here.															


			1.1794500023E10			14-Apr-2011 13:13:19 EDT			196.0			Rosdahl, Jon			jrosdahl@ieee.org						Individual			7.0			Producer			Disapprove			CSR			Editorial												The spec uses inconsistent terminology: it sometimes refers to "[a] BA [frame]", sometimes to "[a] BlockAck [frame]".						No			Suggested change: per Table 8-1 use "BlockAck" to refer to the control frame, and only use "BA" to refer to the general mechanism.															


			1.1794400023E10			14-Apr-2011 13:13:19 EDT			195.0			Rosdahl, Jon			jrosdahl@ieee.org						Individual			6.0			Producer			Disapprove			CSR			Technical			1002.0			10.2.2.4			41.0			The use of the PM bit for non-BUs (including unicast Probe Request) is not clearly specified.  Is the implication that the PM bit is reserved, which in turn means it is set to 0, which in turn means that the other STAs may (per line 1 above) consider the STA to be awake?
This defeats the purpose of making unicast Probe Response in response to unicast Probe Request a BU (per the definition on page 24).						Yes			clarify.															


			1.1794300023E10			14-Apr-2011 13:13:19 EDT			194.0			Rosdahl, Jon			jrosdahl@ieee.org						Individual			5.0			Producer			Disapprove			CSR			Technical			988.0			10.2.1.10			52.0			Management frames do not have a QoS Control field.  They should not signal the end of a SP.						Yes			Suggested change: delete "or bufferable management frame".

Consideration could also be given to improving the wording of 10.2.1.6.h as regards EOSP (it's currently worded as if only QoS data frames can be sent during a SP).															


			1.1794200023E10			14-Apr-2011 13:13:19 EDT			193.0			Rosdahl, Jon			jrosdahl@ieee.org						Individual			4.0			Producer			Disapprove			CSR			Technical			977.0			10.2.1.1			65.0			It might be worth spelling out that the PM bit shall be the same for all MPDUs in an A-MPDU.						Yes			Suggested change: add a "NOTE--This means the Power Management bit is the same for all MPDUs in an A-MPDU."															


			1.1794100023E10			14-Apr-2011 13:13:19 EDT			192.0			Rosdahl, Jon			jrosdahl@ieee.org						Individual			3.0			Producer			Disapprove			CSR			Technical			978.0			10.2.1.2			63.0			It is not clear from the current wording whether the PM mode can be changed with a BlockAckReq.						Yes			Suggested change: add "A non-AP STA shall not change power management mode using a BlockAckReq frame".															


			1.1794000023E10			14-Apr-2011 13:13:19 EDT			191.0			Rosdahl, Jon			jrosdahl@ieee.org						Individual			2.0			Producer			Disapprove			CSR			Technical			978.0			10.2.1.2			63.0			A PS-Poll does not necessarily result in an ACK (see line 20).  This means it is not safe for a STA to change PM mode using a PS-Poll.						Yes			add a "NOTE--A PS-Poll frame exchange does not necessarily result in an ACK from the AP, so a non-AP STA cannot change power management mode using a PS-Poll frame."															


			1.1793900023E10			14-Apr-2011 13:13:19 EDT			190.0			Rosdahl, Jon			jrosdahl@ieee.org						Individual			1.0			Producer			Disapprove			CSR			Technical			978.0			10.2.1.2			63.0			Inconsistency with line 57.						Yes			"an ACK" should be "an ACK or BlockAck from the AP"															


			1.1793600023E10			14-Apr-2011 10:27:25 EDT			189.0			Malinen, Jouni			j@w1.fi						Individual			6.0			Producer			Disapprove			Atheros Communications Inc.			Technical			1011.0			10.3.3.3			47.0			The change here in SA Query failure processing is incorrect. Failure to get a valid response to an SA Query procedure is not supposed to result in the current association being dropped. It is only supposed to allow the next association attempt to go through as was shown in D7.0.						Yes			Revert the change in D8.0, i.e., replace '6) If an MLME-SAQuery.confirm primitive with an outstanding transaction identifier is not received within dot11AssociationSAQueryMaximumTimeout period, the SME shall issue a MLME-DISASSOCIATE.request primitive addressed to the STA with Reason Code "Previous Authentication no longer valid", after which the SME shall delete the old SA.' with '6) If an MLME-SAQuery.confirm primitive with an outstanding transaction identifier is not received within dot11AssociationSAQueryMaximumTimeout period, the SME shall allow the association process to be started without starting an additional SA Query procedure.'

In addition, revert the similar change in 10.3.3.5 for reassociation.															


			1.1793000023E10			14-Apr-2011 10:15:40 EDT			188.0			Malinen, Jouni			j@w1.fi						Individual			5.0			Producer			Disapprove			Atheros Communications Inc.			Editorial			1010.0			10.3.3.2			35.0			Missing dash in primitive name						Yes			Replace "MLMEASSOCIATE.request" with "MLME-ASSOCIATE.request".															


			1.1792900023E10			14-Apr-2011 10: 6: 4 EDT			187.0			Malinen, Jouni			j@w1.fi						Individual			4.0			Producer			Disapprove			Atheros Communications Inc.			Technical			1008.0			10.3.2.4			41.0			When and how is the Deauthentication frame actually transmitted? The "shall generate a Deauthentication frame to be transmitted" in procedure step (b) seems to be instructing a frame to be generated, but there is no clear indication on what exactly trigger the actual transmission of the frame.

Furthermore, step (c) of the procedure moves the state of the indicated STA to State 1. This would drop the association with the STA and, I would assume, invalidate the previous allocated Association ID for this STA. How would the Deauthentication frame generated in step (b) be buffered at the AP and how would it be delivered to the recipient if that STA is in sleep mode at the start of the deauthentication procedure? If that STA were to send PS-Poll frame or a data frame with PwrMgt=0 to indicate that it would wake up, the AP would need to drop those frames (Class 3 frames not allowed in State 1). Furthermore, the Association ID that was previously allocated for this STA may not be valid anymore and could even be assigned to another STA, so how would the AP react to the PS-Poll even if it were to process this? These Class 3 frames would trigger a new Deauthentication frame to generated (with Reason Code 7), but that would be unprotected and as such, dropped by the STA if MFP was negotiated for the association. I don't see how the protected Deauthentication frame could be delivered to the STA based on this procedure in case PS buffering.

Is MLME-DEAUTHENTICATE.confirm primitive issued before or after the Deauthentication frame has been transmitted to the STA? The description here or in Clause 6 do not seem to make that clear. I would assume it needs to be after that (or after transmission timeout if the frame gets buffered but not delivered) to maintain the PTKSA to allow the Deauthentication frame to be protected.						Yes			Clarify how a STA is supposed to trigger the Deauthentication frame to be delivered if the frame ended up being buffered at the AP due to the STA being in sleep at the time of the deauthentication procedure initiated by the AP.

Describe when the Association ID is invalidated during the Deauthentication procedure (and similarly, during Disassociation procedure).															


			1.1792800023E10			14-Apr-2011  9:49:40 EDT			186.0			Malinen, Jouni			j@w1.fi						Individual			3.0			Producer			Disapprove			Atheros Communications Inc.			Editorial			787.0			8.5.13.3			5.0			My previous comment (CID 11027) asked the Country element in TDLS Setup Response frame to be made conditional on Status Code being 0. This was approved based on 11-10-1284-06 (AGREE IN PRINCIPLE - Make the suggested text change for the Country element", but not implemented in D8.0.						Yes			Replace "The Country element is present when dot11MultiDomainCapabilityActivated is true or when dot11SpectrumManagementRequired is true." with "The Country element is present when Status Code is 0 and either dot11MultiDomainCapabilityActivated is true or dot11SpectrumManagementRequired is true, and is not present otherwise."															


			1.1792700023E10			14-Apr-2011  9:39:21 EDT			185.0			Malinen, Jouni			j@w1.fi						Individual			2.0			Producer			Disapprove			Atheros Communications Inc.			Technical			1106.0			10.22.5			58.0			The MIC for TDLS Teardown frame is described to be calculated on the concatenation that includes Dialog token. However, the TDLS Teardown frame does not actually include Dialog token field and as such, it is somewhat unclear what value would be used here.

There does not seem to be any particular need for including a Dialog token field in this MIC calculation and as such, it could just be removed from security view point. However, since this design was already included in the published IEEE Std 802.11z-2010 and there are known implementations of this, it could be safer to just define the Dialog token value to be from the TDLS Setup Confirm frame that was used to set up the direct link that is torn down here. This Dialog token is used in the MIC calculation for the TPK Handshake Message 3 that is mentioned on line 52.						Yes			Replace "Dialog token" with "Dialog token that was used in MIC calculation for the TPK Handshake Message 3".															


			1.1792600023E10			14-Apr-2011  5:16:11 EDT			184.0			Malinen, Jouni			j@w1.fi						Individual			1.0			Producer			Disapprove			Atheros Communications Inc.			Technical			145.0			6.3.11.2.4			57.0			The UTF-8 SSID subfield in Extended Capabilities element was supposed to be used mainly in the frames that advertise the existence of the BSS, i.e., Beacon and Probe Response frames. The extra text in the previous comment was not really supposed to be there. While it would be possible to set this extended capability to one in other frames, too, it does not seem to provide additional benefit.						Yes			Remove " Association that include the SSID from this MLME-START.request primitive".															


			1.1786400023E10			13-Apr-2011 12: 0: 2 EDT			183.0			Mccann, Stephen			mccann.stephen@gmail.com			4.41794833341E11			Individual			37.0			Producer			Approve			Research In Motion Limited			Technical			737.0			8.4.4.10			19.0			The intention of the "3GPP Cellular Information" message is to provide PLMNs from a 3GPP network to a STA. Therefore under some circumstances there could be an unecessary duplication of realms in this message and the "NAI Realm List" message in 8.4.4.9.  However, since the final behavior will be determined by operator deployment, only an informative note should be added.						No			Add the following text to the bottom of clause 8.4.4.10: "Note: Realms referenced in the 3GPP Cellular Information ANQP message, should not be included in the NAI Realm List (see 8.4.4.9)"															


			1.1786300023E10			13-Apr-2011 12: 0: 2 EDT			182.0			Mccann, Stephen			mccann.stephen@gmail.com			4.41794833341E11			Individual			36.0			Producer			Approve			Research In Motion Limited			Technical			725.0			8.4.4			1.0			The Wi-Fi Alliance (WFA) Hotspot 2.0 (HS 2.0) program is generating some ANQP extensions.  It would be prudent to roll these extensions into REVmv, so that these messages types are in the IEEE 802.11 standard and will therefore hopefully go forward into ISO for international standardization.  In addition, there is already an agreement between the IEEE 802.11 ANA and the WFA HS 2.0 program to reserve a block of 32 ANQP IDs for such extensions and this action will help harmonise the two sets of work.						No			commenter can provide a submission of the relevant ANQP extensions.															


			1.1786200023E10			13-Apr-2011 12: 0: 2 EDT			181.0			Mccann, Stephen			mccann.stephen@gmail.com			4.41794833341E11			Individual			35.0			Producer			Approve			Research In Motion Limited			Editorial			2629.0			U.2			56.0			typo "Alternate Transport URI"						No			Change "Alternate Transport URI" to "Alternate Destination URI"															


			1.1786100023E10			13-Apr-2011 12: 0: 2 EDT			180.0			Mccann, Stephen			mccann.stephen@gmail.com			4.41794833341E11			Individual			34.0			Producer			Approve			Research In Motion Limited			Technical			2635.0			V.2.6			30.0			recommended use of HTTP is restrictive						No			Change "preferably, HTTP using Internet Protocols" to "for example, using HTTP"															


			1.1786000023E10			13-Apr-2011 12: 0: 2 EDT			179.0			Mccann, Stephen			mccann.stephen@gmail.com			4.41794833341E11			Individual			33.0			Producer			Approve			Research In Motion Limited			Editorial			738.0			8.4.4.13			36.0			typo "HTTP:"						No			Change "HTTP:" to "http:"															


			1.1785900023E10			13-Apr-2011 12: 0: 2 EDT			178.0			Mccann, Stephen			mccann.stephen@gmail.com			4.41794833341E11			Individual			32.0			Producer			Approve			Research In Motion Limited			Technical			727.0			8.4.4.1			2.0			The format of the multiple fields in Figure 8-356 and Figure 8-357 are inconsistent, as it defines #1, #2, #N for some fields, but only #1, #N for others.						No			Remove the #2 optional fields from these Figures as they are unecessary. Figure 8-344, Figure 8-356, Figure 8-357, Figure 8-358, Figure 8-360, Figure 8-362, Figure 8-364, Figure 8-369, Figure 8-370, Figure 8-372, Figure 8-378.															


			1.1785800023E10			13-Apr-2011 12: 0: 2 EDT			177.0			Mccann, Stephen			mccann.stephen@gmail.com			4.41794833341E11			Individual			31.0			Producer			Approve			Research In Motion Limited			Technical			1139.0			10.24.3.1.1			53.0			The encapsulation of a "GAS Query Request" within a "GAS Initial Request" message is not vey clear in this clause, and this makes Figure 10-24 difficult to understand						No			Change the third sentence as follows:
"A STA transmits a GAS Query Request using a GAS
Initial Request frame and the responding STA provides the GAS Query Response or information on how to receive
the GAS Query Response in a GAS Initial Response frame. "															


			1.1785700023E10			13-Apr-2011 12: 0: 2 EDT			176.0			Mccann, Stephen			mccann.stephen@gmail.com			4.41794833341E11			Individual			30.0			Producer			Approve			Research In Motion Limited			Technical			2631.0			V.2			23.0			GAS provides access to advertisment servers and not information servers.						No			Please consider submission 11-11-0491r0 as a suggested resolution															


			1.1785600023E10			13-Apr-2011 12: 0: 2 EDT			175.0			Mccann, Stephen			mccann.stephen@gmail.com			4.41794833341E11			Individual			29.0			Producer			Approve			Research In Motion Limited			Editorial			1150.0			10.24.3.2.5			18.0			On P1150L18 and P1150L28, why does the editor state the text is "over-general"?  The text is suggesting a recommended behavior.						No			Does the editor require a more specific reference?															


			1.1785500023E10			13-Apr-2011 12: 0: 2 EDT			174.0			Mccann, Stephen			mccann.stephen@gmail.com			4.41794833341E11			Individual			28.0			Producer			Approve			Research In Motion Limited			Editorial			1143.0			10.24.3.1.3			13.0			Regarding the editor's note on P1143L13, I think the term BU (bufferable unit) only applies when the requesting STA is associated to an AP (not counting the IBSS case).  For pre-association GAS queries, the frames cannot be buffered, so I think the term should not be used.						No			As per comment															


			1.1785400023E10			13-Apr-2011 12: 0: 2 EDT			173.0			Mccann, Stephen			mccann.stephen@gmail.com			4.41794833341E11			Individual			27.0			Producer			Approve			Research In Motion Limited			Editorial			1142.0			10.24.3.1.1			6.0			In figure 10-26, the arrowheads have turned into solid rectangles and the legend identifies them all as "outside the scope of this specification".  Only the "Query Request" and "Query Response" should be outside the scope of this specification.  Also, there are optional GAS Comeback Request and optional GAS Comeback Response frames--they are optional because their use is dependent on the number of GAS fragments the GAS responder must transmit.  The legend and the figure no longer distinguish which frames are optional.						No			Correct the figure. The original Figure 11-26 in 802.11u-2011 P78 is correct.															


			1.1785300023E10			13-Apr-2011 12: 0: 2 EDT			172.0			Mccann, Stephen			mccann.stephen@gmail.com			4.41794833341E11			Individual			26.0			Producer			Approve			Research In Motion Limited			Editorial			1141.0			10.24.3.1.1			7.0			In figure 10-25, the arrowheads have turned into solid rectangles and the legend identifies them all as "outside the scope of this specification".  Only the "Query Request" and "Query Response" should be outside the scope of this specification.  Also, there are optional GAS Comeback Request and optional GAS Comeback Response frames--they are optional because their use is dependent on the number of GAS fragments the GAS responder must transmit.  The legend and the figure no longer distinguish which frames are optional.						No			Correct the figure. The original Figure 11-25 in 802.11u-2011 P77 is correct.															


			1.1785200023E10			13-Apr-2011 12: 0: 2 EDT			171.0			Mccann, Stephen			mccann.stephen@gmail.com			4.41794833341E11			Individual			25.0			Producer			Approve			Research In Motion Limited			Editorial			1140.0			10.24.3.1.1			5.0			In Figure 10-24, the arrowheads have turned into solid rectangles and the legend identifies them all as "outside the scope of this specification".  Only the "Query Request" and "Query Response" should be outside the scope of this specification, on the right hand side of the Figure.						No			Correct the figure. The original Figure 11-24 in 802.11u-2011 P76 is correct.															


			1.1785100023E10			13-Apr-2011 12: 0: 2 EDT			170.0			Mccann, Stephen			mccann.stephen@gmail.com			4.41794833341E11			Individual			24.0			Producer			Approve			Research In Motion Limited			Technical			729.0			8.4.4.4			39.0			Support for a multimedia emergency call is still mentioned in Annex V.2.5. but was somehow accidentially removed from this clause (or nearby clauses) when the LoST feature was removed fom 11u. Generalising "dialled digits" to support both strings that are a sequence of digits or URN/URIs as defined in RFC 5031 will then allow multimedia emergency calls from the STA to the network.						No			Change the text to read "The Emergency Call Number field is a UTF-8 formatted field containing information used to reach emergency services from the network (e.g. dialed digits, emergency service labels [B50]). UTF-8 format is defined in RFC 3629."

Add the following bibliographical reference to Annex A:
"[B50] IETF RFC 5031, A Uniform Resource Name (URN) for Emergency and Other Well-Known Services, H. Schulzrinne, January 2008"															


			1.1785000023E10			13-Apr-2011 12: 0: 2 EDT			169.0			Mccann, Stephen			mccann.stephen@gmail.com			4.41794833341E11			Individual			23.0			Producer			Approve			Research In Motion Limited			Editorial			723.0			8.4.2.99			41.0			typo "a 8-octet"						No			change "a 8-octet" to an "8-octet"															


			1.1784900023E10			13-Apr-2011 12: 0: 2 EDT			168.0			Mccann, Stephen			mccann.stephen@gmail.com			4.41794833341E11			Individual			22.0			Producer			Approve			Research In Motion Limited			Editorial			733.0			8.4.2.98			56.0			typo "a ANQP"						No			change "a ANQP" to "an ANQP"															


			1.1784800023E10			13-Apr-2011 12: 0: 2 EDT			167.0			Mccann, Stephen			mccann.stephen@gmail.com			4.41794833341E11			Individual			21.0			Producer			Approve			Research In Motion Limited			Technical			17.0			3.1			64.0			Allign definition of PSAP to that used in NENA (National Emergency Number Association). Note for "National" read "USA"						No			Change text to read "A physical location where emergency calls are received and routed
to the appropriate emergency service dispatch center".															


			1.1784700023E10			13-Apr-2011 12: 0: 2 EDT			166.0			Mccann, Stephen			mccann.stephen@gmail.com			4.41794833341E11			Individual			20.0			Producer			Approve			Research In Motion Limited			Editorial			1687.0			Annex A			3.0			typo in "Vollbrechtm"						No			Change "Vollbrechtm" to "Vollbrecht"															


			1.1784600023E10			13-Apr-2011 12: 0: 2 EDT			165.0			Mccann, Stephen			mccann.stephen@gmail.com			4.41794833341E11			Individual			19.0			Producer			Approve			Research In Motion Limited			Editorial			2631.0			V.2			33.0			Use of the term "smartphone" is not necessary.						No			Change "smartphone" to "non-AP STA"															


			1.1784500023E10			13-Apr-2011 12: 0: 2 EDT			164.0			Mccann, Stephen			mccann.stephen@gmail.com			4.41794833341E11			Individual			18.0			Producer			Approve			Research In Motion Limited			Editorial			2631.0			V.2			38.0			typo US/UK spelling "traveller". Note: It was not Stephen who did this.						No			Change "traveller" to "traveler" in Annex V															


			1.1784400023E10			13-Apr-2011 12: 0: 2 EDT			163.0			Mccann, Stephen			mccann.stephen@gmail.com			4.41794833341E11			Individual			17.0			Producer			Approve			Research In Motion Limited			Technical			2644.0			V.5.3			34.0			within statement b), options 2) and 3) are in the wrong order, as selection should occur prior to association						No			Change the order (and numbering) of options 2) and 3)															


			1.1784300023E10			13-Apr-2011 12: 0: 2 EDT			162.0			Mccann, Stephen			mccann.stephen@gmail.com			4.41794833341E11			Individual			16.0			Producer			Approve			Research In Motion Limited			Technical			737.0			8.4.4.10			19.0			Remove the specific version number from the 3GPP document reference						No			Remove "v8.1.0" from the end of the sentence															


			1.1784200023E10			13-Apr-2011 12: 0: 2 EDT			161.0			Mccann, Stephen			mccann.stephen@gmail.com			4.41794833341E11			Individual			15.0			Producer			Approve			Research In Motion Limited			Technical			72.0			4.8.1			15.0			discussion of MSGCF in this clause is incorrect and should be moved to clause 4.8.2						No			As per comment															


			1.1784100023E10			13-Apr-2011 12: 0: 2 EDT			160.0			Mccann, Stephen			mccann.stephen@gmail.com			4.41794833341E11			Individual			14.0			Producer			Approve			Research In Motion Limited			Technical			2634.0			V.2.5			49.0			Remove both occurances of URN which are no longer necessary and replace one with an example of an emergency service label pairing as defined in RFC 5031.						No			Please consider submission 11-11-0491r0 as a suggested resolution															


			1.1784000023E10			13-Apr-2011 12: 0: 2 EDT			159.0			Mccann, Stephen			mccann.stephen@gmail.com			4.41794833341E11			Individual			13.0			Producer			Approve			Research In Motion Limited			Technical			6.0			3.1			19.0			Some of the 11u definitions refer to "IEEE 802.11" in their descriptions, which could be considered self-referential						No			Re-write these definitions to make them self contained.															


			1.1783900023E10			13-Apr-2011 12: 0: 2 EDT			158.0			Mccann, Stephen			mccann.stephen@gmail.com			4.41794833341E11			Individual			12.0			Producer			Approve			Research In Motion Limited			Technical			1829.0			B.4.22			30.0			Why is status field "IW2.3:O"?						No			Discuss and correct if necessary. Change to "IW 2:0"															


			1.1783800023E10			13-Apr-2011 12: 0: 2 EDT			157.0			Mccann, Stephen			mccann.stephen@gmail.com			4.41794833341E11			Individual			11.0			Producer			Approve			Research In Motion Limited			Technical			1829.0			B.4.22			26.0			"LoST" (location to service translation) support was removed from the 11u amendment towards the end of the sponsor ballots and was not removed from the PICs.						No			Remove LoST from the PICS table.															


			1.1783700023E10			13-Apr-2011 12: 0: 2 EDT			156.0			Mccann, Stephen			mccann.stephen@gmail.com			4.41794833341E11			Individual			10.0			Producer			Approve			Research In Motion Limited			Technical			1829.0			B.4.22			17.0			Why is the Advertisement Protocol element mentioned?  I don't think it has anything in particular to do with emergency messaging.						No			Remove the reference to 8.4.2.95 (Advertisement Protocol element)															


			1.1783600023E10			13-Apr-2011 12: 0: 2 EDT			155.0			Mccann, Stephen			mccann.stephen@gmail.com			4.41794833341E11			Individual			9.0			Producer			Approve			Research In Motion Limited			Technical			1829.0			B.4.22			17.0			Why is status field "IW2.3:O"?						No			Discuss and correct if necessary. Change to "IW 2:0"															


			1.1783500023E10			13-Apr-2011 12: 0: 2 EDT			154.0			Mccann, Stephen			mccann.stephen@gmail.com			4.41794833341E11			Individual			8.0			Producer			Approve			Research In Motion Limited			Technical			1829.0			B.4.22			12.0			Why is status field "IW2.3:O"?						No			Discuss and correct if necessary. Change to "IW 2:0"															


			1.1783400023E10			13-Apr-2011 12: 0: 2 EDT			153.0			Mccann, Stephen			mccann.stephen@gmail.com			4.41794833341E11			Individual			7.0			Producer			Approve			Research In Motion Limited			Technical			358.0			6.4.10.1.4			20.0			The text states, "This command is not valid at an AP.", however the MSGCF only applies to non-AP STAs.						No			Delete the sentence.															


			1.1783300023E10			13-Apr-2011 12: 0: 2 EDT			152.0			Mccann, Stephen			mccann.stephen@gmail.com			4.41794833341E11			Individual			6.0			Producer			Approve			Research In Motion Limited			Technical			358.0			6.4.10.1.4			16.0			The text states, "When this command is issued on an AP, the AP issues an MLME-Disassociate.request to disconnect the specified non-AP STA from the specified ESS.", however the MSGCF only applies to non-AP STAs.						No			Delete the sentence.															


			1.1783200023E10			13-Apr-2011 12: 0: 2 EDT			151.0			Mccann, Stephen			mccann.stephen@gmail.com			4.41794833341E11			Individual			5.0			Producer			Approve			Research In Motion Limited			Technical												In the MSGCF, the EventID is type Integer, but the description says "string".  This is consistent wherever EventID is used--so it needs to be fixed in multiple places.						No			Fix EventID description in several places.															


			1.1783100023E10			13-Apr-2011 12: 0: 2 EDT			150.0			Mccann, Stephen			mccann.stephen@gmail.com			4.41794833341E11			Individual			4.0			Producer			Approve			Research In Motion Limited			Technical			132.0			6.3.8.4.2			49.0			Emergency Services boolean should be included in the MLME-Reassociate.indication primitive.						No			Copy and adopt "Emergency Services" text in 6.3.7.2.2 P118L38															


			1.1783000023E10			13-Apr-2011 12: 0: 2 EDT			149.0			Mccann, Stephen			mccann.stephen@gmail.com			4.41794833341E11			Individual			3.0			Producer			Approve			Research In Motion Limited			Technical			122.0			6.3.7.4.2			16.0			Emergency Services boolean should be included in the MLME-Associate.indication primitive.						No			Copy and adopt "Emergency Services" text in 6.3.7.2.2 P118L38															


			1.1782900023E10			13-Apr-2011 12: 0: 2 EDT			148.0			Mccann, Stephen			mccann.stephen@gmail.com			4.41794833341E11			Individual			2.0			Producer			Approve			Research In Motion Limited			Technical			118.0			6.3.7.2.2			18.0			Threre are several places in the draft which state the Extended Capabilities element is present when dot112040BSSCoexistence-Management-
Support is true.  This is a true, but incomplete statement.  There are lots of amendments now using this IE.						No			Remove the dependancy between Extended Capabilities and this MIB variable															


			1.1782800023E10			13-Apr-2011 12: 0: 2 EDT			147.0			Mccann, Stephen			mccann.stephen@gmail.com			4.41794833341E11			Individual			1.0			Producer			Approve			Research In Motion Limited			Editorial									27.0			Need to include 802.11u and 802.11v into list of amendments on page iv						No			As per comment															


			1.1777100023E10			12-Apr-2011 12:12:12 EDT			146.0			Ecclesine, Peter			petere@cisco.com						Individual			53.0			Producer			Disapprove			Cisco Systems, Inc.			Technical			2251.0			E.1			20.0			We should extend the channel set of classes 117 and 120 to be the same, as there is no difference in the standard between the two classes. Both should have channel set 40, 48, 56 and 64.						Yes			per comment															


			1.1777000023E10			12-Apr-2011 12:12:12 EDT			145.0			Ecclesine, Peter			petere@cisco.com						Individual			52.0			Producer			Disapprove			Cisco Systems, Inc.			Technical			2251.0			E.1			16.0			We should extend the channel set of classes 116 and 119 to be the same, as there is no difference in the standard between the two classes. Both should have channel set 36, 44, 52 and 60.						Yes			per comment															


			1.1775800023E10			12-Apr-2011 12:12:12 EDT			133.0			Ecclesine, Peter			petere@cisco.com						Individual			40.0			Producer			Disapprove			Cisco Systems, Inc.			Technical			2245.0			E.1			15.0			Many Table E-2 classes are marked for NomadicBehavior, but have no similar class/channel set marked with LicenseExemptBehavior. Remove NomadicBehavior from Table E-2 classes 1, 3, 6, 7, 9, 10 and 16.						Yes			per comment															


			1.1775700023E10			12-Apr-2011 12:12:12 EDT			132.0			Ecclesine, Peter			petere@cisco.com						Individual			39.0			Producer			Disapprove			Cisco Systems, Inc.			Technical			2243.0			E.1			11.0			Many Table E-1 classes are marked for NomadicBehavior, but have no similar class/channel set marked with LicenseExemptBehavior. Remove NomadicBehavior from Table E-1 classes 1, 2, 4, 22, 23, 24, 25, 26, 27 and 28						Yes			per comment															


			1.1775600023E10			12-Apr-2011 12:12:12 EDT			131.0			Ecclesine, Peter			petere@cisco.com						Individual			38.0			Producer			Disapprove			Cisco Systems, Inc.			Technical			2275.0			Annex I			10.0			This clause describes FH behavior, and like Annex K.1, should begin with I.1 Status of this Annex  "This annex is obsolete and may be removed in a future revision of this standard."						Yes			per comment															


			1.1775500023E10			12-Apr-2011 12:12:12 EDT			130.0			Ecclesine, Peter			petere@cisco.com						Individual			37.0			Producer			Disapprove			Cisco Systems, Inc.			Technical			883.0			9.18.4			29.0			This clause describes FH behavior, and should begin with "The use of mechanisms described in this subclause is obsolete, and this subclause may be removed in a later
revision of the standard."						Yes			per comment															


			1.1775400023E10			12-Apr-2011 12:12:12 EDT			129.0			Ecclesine, Peter			petere@cisco.com						Individual			36.0			Producer			Disapprove			Cisco Systems, Inc.			Technical			209.0			6.3.34.2.3			45.0			There is no Result Code for invalid parameters, so 2.3 when generated should say "is generated when a failure occurs, or when . . ." Check the rest of clause 6 for .confirm descriptions about invalid parameters, where the allowed Result Codes do not include INVALID PARAMETERS.						No			per comment															


			1.1775300023E10			12-Apr-2011 12:12:12 EDT			128.0			Ecclesine, Peter			petere@cisco.com						Individual			35.0			Producer			Disapprove			Cisco Systems, Inc.			Technical			975.0			10.1.4.5			30.0			Requiring a STA to adopt all the parameters in the Country element is too broad a requirement, and should be limited to the parameters for the regulatory domain that the IBSS is operating in: "In addition to the table entries in 6.3.3.3.2 (Semantics of the service primitive), if dot11MultiDomainCapabilityActivated is true, a STA that is joining an IBSS and receives a Beacon or Probe Response frame containing a Country element shall adopt all the parameters included in that Country element related to the current IBSS,"						Yes			per comment															


			1.1775200023E10			12-Apr-2011 12:12:12 EDT			127.0			Ecclesine, Peter			petere@cisco.com						Individual			34.0			Producer			Disapprove			Cisco Systems, Inc.			Technical			975.0			10.1.4.5			6.0			Requiring a STA to adopt all the parameters in the Country element is too broad a requirement, and should be limited to the parameters for the regulatory domain that the BSS is operating in: "If dot11MultiDomainCapabilityActivated is true, a STA that is joining an infrastructure BSS and receives a Beacon or Probe Response frame from the infrastructure BSS AP containing a Country element shall adopt all the parameters included in that Country element related to the current BSS"						Yes			per comment															


			1.1775100023E10			12-Apr-2011 12:12:12 EDT			126.0			Ecclesine, Peter			petere@cisco.com						Individual			33.0			Producer			Disapprove			Cisco Systems, Inc.			Editorial			687.0			8.4.2.73.3			17.0			Typo 'Operatin' -> 'Operating'						No			per comment															


			1.1775000023E10			12-Apr-2011 12:12:12 EDT			125.0			Ecclesine, Peter			petere@cisco.com						Individual			32.0			Producer			Disapprove			Cisco Systems, Inc.			Editorial						frontmatter			66.0			IEEE Std 802.11v-2011 starts title page numbering on the right, not the left. What should REVmb do?						No			per comment															


			1.1774900023E10			12-Apr-2011 12:12:12 EDT			124.0			Ecclesine, Peter			petere@cisco.com						Individual			31.0			Producer			Disapprove			Cisco Systems, Inc.			Editorial			2249.0			E.1			48.0			Table E-4  third column heading "Channel starting Frequency (GHz)" should be "Channel starting frequency (GHz)".						No			per comment															


			1.1774800023E10			12-Apr-2011 12:12:12 EDT			123.0			Ecclesine, Peter			petere@cisco.com						Individual			30.0			Producer			Disapprove			Cisco Systems, Inc.			Editorial			52.0			4.3.9.2			24.0			LB 171 Comment 376 from Dave Halasz: "permissioning", Big Bird, that's not a word.						No			Change to "automate the channel provisioning"															


			1.1774700023E10			12-Apr-2011 12:12:12 EDT			122.0			Ecclesine, Peter			petere@cisco.com						Individual			29.0			Producer			Disapprove			Cisco Systems, Inc.			Editorial			758.0			8.5.8.1			41.0			Table 8-201 defines elements 0-15, the reserved values should be 16-255.						No			per comment															


			1.1774600023E10			12-Apr-2011 12:12:12 EDT			121.0			Ecclesine, Peter			petere@cisco.com						Individual			28.0			Producer			Disapprove			Cisco Systems, Inc.			Editorial			634.0			8.4.2.56			31.0			LB171 Comment 1104 from Adrian Stephens: ""The List of Operating Class(es)" - I really don't want a field name looking like this."						No			Rename to something less awkward - e.g. Operating Class List field. REVmb Draft 8.0 only other reference is 10.10.2 second sentence.															


			1.1774500023E10			12-Apr-2011 12:12:12 EDT			120.0			Ecclesine, Peter			petere@cisco.com						Individual			27.0			Producer			Disapprove			Cisco Systems, Inc.			Editorial			438.0			8.3.1.10			7.0			Figure 8-26 has octets above, and should be below.						No			Redraw with Octets below															


			1.1774400023E10			12-Apr-2011 12:12:12 EDT			119.0			Ecclesine, Peter			petere@cisco.com						Individual			26.0			Producer			Disapprove			Cisco Systems, Inc.			Editorial			437.0			8.3.1.9.3			7.0			Figure 8-24 has octets above, and should be below.						No			Redraw with Octets below															


			1.1774300023E10			12-Apr-2011 12:12:12 EDT			118.0			Ecclesine, Peter			petere@cisco.com						Individual			25.0			Producer			Disapprove			Cisco Systems, Inc.			Editorial			436.0			8.3.1.9.2			33.0			Figure 8-23 has octets above, and should be below.						No			Redraw with Octets below															


			1.1774200023E10			12-Apr-2011 12:12:12 EDT			117.0			Ecclesine, Peter			petere@cisco.com						Individual			24.0			Producer			Disapprove			Cisco Systems, Inc.			Editorial			2260.0			G.1			21.0			Extraneous "(11n)" tag.						No			Remove it.															


			1.1774100023E10			12-Apr-2011 12:12:12 EDT			116.0			Ecclesine, Peter			petere@cisco.com						Individual			23.0			Producer			Disapprove			Cisco Systems, Inc.			Editorial			444.0			8.3.3.3			27.0			Extraneous "(11n)" tag.						No			Remove it.															


			1.1774000023E10			12-Apr-2011 12:12:12 EDT			115.0			Ecclesine, Peter			petere@cisco.com						Individual			22.0			Producer			Disapprove			Cisco Systems, Inc.			Editorial			413.0			8.2.4.2			60.0			Extraneous "(11n)" tag.						No			Remove it.															


			1.1772800023E10			12-Apr-2011 12:12:12 EDT			103.0			Ecclesine, Peter			petere@cisco.com						Individual			10.0			Producer			Disapprove			Cisco Systems, Inc.			Technical			1515.0			17.3.12			23.0			Based on Draft P802.11v_D4.0 Nov 2008, clause 10.3.51 was timing measurement, and now in REVmb clause is 6.3.57.						No			Correct reference and remove Editor's Note															


			1.1772700023E10			12-Apr-2011 12:12:12 EDT			102.0			Ecclesine, Peter			petere@cisco.com						Individual			9.0			Producer			Disapprove			Cisco Systems, Inc.			Technical			1443.0			16.2.6			9.0			Based on Draft P802.11v_D4.0 Nov 2008, clause 10.3.51 was timing measurement, and now in REVmb clause is 6.3.57.						No			Correct reference and remove Editor's Note															


			1.1772600023E10			12-Apr-2011 12:12:12 EDT			101.0			Ecclesine, Peter			petere@cisco.com						Individual			8.0			Producer			Disapprove			Cisco Systems, Inc.			Technical			1402.0			15.2.7			43.0			Based on Draft P802.11v_D4.0 Nov 2008, clause 10.3.51 was timing measurement, and now in REVmb clause is 6.3.57.						No			Correct reference and remove Editor's Note															


			1.1772500023E10			12-Apr-2011 12:12:12 EDT			100.0			Ecclesine, Peter			petere@cisco.com						Individual			7.0			Producer			Disapprove			Cisco Systems, Inc.			Technical			1640.0			19.3.15.3			48.0			The same restriction applies to HT PHY channel sets as applies to OFDM PHY and other PHYs that refer to 17.3.8.4.2 channel numbering. HT PHY text is missing the restriction that is present in clause 17.3.8.4.2 Channel numbering Page 1502 line 10 "The value null for nch shall be reserved, and a channel center frequency of 5.000 GHz shall be indicated by dot11ChannelStartingFactor = 8000 and nch = 200."						Yes			per comment															


			1.1772400023E10			12-Apr-2011 12:12:12 EDT			99.0			Ecclesine, Peter			petere@cisco.com						Individual			6.0			Producer			Disapprove			Cisco Systems, Inc.			Editorial			2237.0			Annex D			37.0			PrimaryChannelUpperBehavior should have footnote b, not footnote d. PrimaryChannelLowerBehavior should have footnote b, and the existing footnote a should be renumbered to be footnote b.						No			per comment															


			1.1772300023E10			12-Apr-2011 12:12:12 EDT			98.0			Ecclesine, Peter			petere@cisco.com						Individual			5.0			Producer			Disapprove			Cisco Systems, Inc.			Editorial			2237.0			Annex D			62.0			Restore footnote 'a', cited by CCA-EDBehavior "Procedures that may be used to improve sharing spectrum in addition to explicit regulatory requirements." Then renumber existing footnote a to be footnote b.						No			per comment															


			1.1772200023E10			12-Apr-2011 12:12:12 EDT			97.0			Ecclesine, Peter			petere@cisco.com						Individual			4.0			Producer			Disapprove			Cisco Systems, Inc.			Editorial			2237.0			Annex D			60.0			Delete the duplicated reference on line 60 to "ETSI 301 893", which first appears on line 58.  Clause 5 on line 59 refers to ETSI EN 302 571 [B13] on line 61 (see IEEE Std 802.11p-2010 page 29).						No			per comment															


			1.1772100023E10			12-Apr-2011 12:12:12 EDT			96.0			Ecclesine, Peter			petere@cisco.com						Individual			3.0			Producer			Disapprove			Cisco Systems, Inc.			Editorial			2237.0			Annex D			16.0			Editor's Note asks if cited Behavior Limits sets are referenced anywhere else in the standard. I have searched the D8.0 clean version and do not find any references to the cited Behaviors: TransmitPowerControlBehavior, DynamicFrequencySelectionBehavior, IBSSRestrictionsBehavior, CS4-msBehavior, LicensedBaseSTABehavior, MobileSTABehavior or PublicSafetyBehavior.						No			Remove Editor's Note. xxxxBehaviors - Ashes to ashes, dust to dust.															


			1.1772000023E10			12-Apr-2011 12:12:12 EDT			95.0			Ecclesine, Peter			petere@cisco.com						Individual			2.0			Producer			Disapprove			Cisco Systems, Inc.			Technical			1685.0			Annex A			45.0			Comment submitted for Martin Arndt of ETSI: "The referenced version to the ETSI Harmonized Standard for 2,4 GHz is a very old one. Therefore, ETS 300-328 [B11] should be replaced as follows:

ETSI EN 300 328 [B11]
[B11] Electromagnetic compatibility and Radio spectrum Matters (ERM);
Wideband transmission systems;
Data transmission equipment operating in the 2,4 GHz ISM band and using wide band modulation techniques;
Harmonized EN covering essential requirements under article 3.2 of the R&TTE Directive."

In Annex D Table D-1, page 2235 line 57 change "ETS 300 328" to "ETSI 300 328"						Yes			per comment															


			1.1771900023E10			12-Apr-2011 12:12:12 EDT			94.0			Ecclesine, Peter			petere@cisco.com						Individual			1.0			Producer			Disapprove			Cisco Systems, Inc.			Technical			2241.0			D.2.5			6.0			In D.2.5 change start of first sentence from "For OFDM PHY operation in specific bands, ..." to "For PHY operation in specific bands as specified in subclauses of E.2 (Band-specific operating requirements), ..."						Yes			per comment															


			1.1767900023E10			11-Apr-2011  7:10:21 EDT			93.0			Stephens, Adrian			adrian.p.stephens@intel.com						Individual			89.0			Producer			Disapprove			Intel Corporation			Technical			2226.0			C.3			15.0			Editor Note: For consistency with other MODULE-COMPLIANCE statements, this should be a member
of dot11Compliances, not dot11Groups.						No			Move dot11WNMCompliance to be under dot11Compliances,  or move it out to become part of a separate module.															


			1.1767800023E10			11-Apr-2011  7:10:21 EDT			92.0			Stephens, Adrian			adrian.p.stephens@intel.com						Individual			88.0			Producer			Disapprove			Intel Corporation			Technical			2200.0			C.3			32.0			Editor Note: The 'SEQUENCE OF' originally part of this definition is not valid syntax. To create a list
requires the creation of a table, an index and a column entry. My simpliest correction to get the MIB is
compile is to remove the 'SEQUENCE OF' syntax, although this clearly doesn't meet the intention of the
original authors.

Oh dear.  Oh dear.  I do wish people would stop publishing complicated code without showing it to a compiler first.

Determine the intent of .11u at this point and make changes to satisfy it.						Yes			The changes should be to remove this variable and replace it with a new table (dot11MSGCF 3) indexed by ESSLinkIdentifier, MACAddress and an integer.															


			1.1767700023E10			11-Apr-2011  7:10:21 EDT			91.0			Stephens, Adrian			adrian.p.stephens@intel.com						Individual			87.0			Producer			Disapprove			Intel Corporation			Technical			2194.0			C.3			60.0			The editor had to do a substantial hatchet job on this table to get it to compile.  This included adding definitions for two index variables cited at 2194.55.

The description of dot11ESSLinkIndex tends to suggest it was an earlier alternate view of how to index this table,  which is now obsolete.
See also editor note at 2195.22: "Editor Note: I don't know the function of this variable. It is not an index variable for this table, and
the cited table does not exist."						Yes			Remove this variable and any references to it.															


			1.1767600023E10			11-Apr-2011  7:10:21 EDT			90.0			Stephens, Adrian			adrian.p.stephens@intel.com						Individual			86.0			Producer			Disapprove			Intel Corporation			Technical			2176.0			C.3			58.0			Editor Note: The types listed in the description should be turned into an enumeration, or the type
should be changed to Unsigned 32 for compliance to IETF recommendations.						Yes			Turn into an enumeration with values derived from the description.															


			1.1767500023E10			11-Apr-2011  7:10:21 EDT			89.0			Stephens, Adrian			adrian.p.stephens@intel.com						Individual			85.0			Producer			Disapprove			Intel Corporation			Technical			2174.0			C.3			22.0			Editor Note: The comments about "accessed big-endian" below are meaningless.

The point is that SNMP provides access to the type as specified - i.e. Integer32.  We don't need to know how SNMP represents integers internally,  and certainly don't need to put it in the description.						Yes			Globally remove any phrases in the MIB similar to "and is accessed bigendian".															


			1.1767400023E10			11-Apr-2011  7:10:21 EDT			88.0			Stephens, Adrian			adrian.p.stephens@intel.com						Individual			84.0			Producer			Disapprove			Intel Corporation			Technical			2173.0			C.3			10.0			Editor Note: The Status Codes enumerated in the MLME-ADDTS.confirm do not match this list						Yes			Update list to match Result Code enumeration of ADDTS.confirm															


			1.1767300023E10			11-Apr-2011  7:10:21 EDT			87.0			Stephens, Adrian			adrian.p.stephens@intel.com						Individual			83.0			Producer			Disapprove			Intel Corporation			Technical			2061.0			C.3			53.0			Editor Note: Type should be Integer32						Yes			Change type to Integer32, and update any typed references.

Make same change at all locations preceded by same editor note.															


			1.1767200023E10			11-Apr-2011  7:10:21 EDT			86.0			Stephens, Adrian			adrian.p.stephens@intel.com						Individual			82.0			Producer			Disapprove			Intel Corporation			Technical			2041.0			C.3			4.0			Editor Note: The endianness of this description is ambiguous						Yes			Insert "(least significant bit)" after "b0" at 2041.12

Ditto at 2044.26 and 2048.50.															


			1.1767100023E10			11-Apr-2011  7:10:21 EDT			85.0			Stephens, Adrian			adrian.p.stephens@intel.com						Individual			81.0			Producer			Disapprove			Intel Corporation			Technical			2036.0			C.3			60.0			Editor Note: Type should be Unsigned32						Yes			Change type at line 62 to Unsigned32, and update any typed references.

Make same change at all locations preceded by a similar editor note.															


			1.1767000023E10			11-Apr-2011  7:10:21 EDT			84.0			Stephens, Adrian			adrian.p.stephens@intel.com						Individual			80.0			Producer			Disapprove			Intel Corporation			Technical			2033.0			C.3			63.0			Editor Note: Some of the variables below do not meet the type recommendations in C.2						Yes			Revise types and adjust any INTEGERs to Unsigned32 or Integer32 as appropriate (leaving only INTEGER for enumerations).															


			1.1766900023E10			11-Apr-2011  7:10:21 EDT			83.0			Stephens, Adrian			adrian.p.stephens@intel.com						Individual			79.0			Producer			Disapprove			Intel Corporation			Technical			2026.0			C.3			40.0			Editor Note: Many of the following do not follow the type recommendations of C.2						Yes			Revise types and adjust any INTEGERs to Unsigned32 or Integer32 as appropriate (leaving only INTEGER for enumerations).															


			1.1766800023E10			11-Apr-2011  7:10:21 EDT			82.0			Stephens, Adrian			adrian.p.stephens@intel.com						Individual			78.0			Producer			Disapprove			Intel Corporation			Technical			1998.0			C.3			11.0			Editor Note: The type of this attribute doesn't follow the recommendations in C.2.						Yes			Change type to Unsigned32 and in any typed references to it.															


			1.1766700023E10			11-Apr-2011  7:10:21 EDT			81.0			Stephens, Adrian			adrian.p.stephens@intel.com						Individual			77.0			Producer			Disapprove			Intel Corporation			Technical			1961.0			C.3			41.0			Editor Note: The endianness of this representation is ambiguous						Yes			add "(least significant bit)" after B0

Ditto 1962.9,  1962.32															


			1.1766600023E10			11-Apr-2011  7:10:21 EDT			80.0			Stephens, Adrian			adrian.p.stephens@intel.com						Individual			76.0			Producer			Disapprove			Intel Corporation			Technical			1846.0			C.3			33.0			Editor Note: The types of some of the .11v insertions do not meet the recommendations in C.2						Yes			Revise types and adjust any INTEGERs to Unsigned32 or Integer32 as appropriate (leaving only INTEGER for enumerations).															


			1.1766500023E10			11-Apr-2011  7:10:21 EDT			79.0			Stephens, Adrian			adrian.p.stephens@intel.com						Individual			75.0			Producer			Disapprove			Intel Corporation			Editorial			1876.0			C.3			64.0			Reference to 11B						Yes			Update reference.															


			1.1766400023E10			11-Apr-2011  7:10:21 EDT			78.0			Stephens, Adrian			adrian.p.stephens@intel.com						Individual			74.0			Producer			Disapprove			Intel Corporation			Technical			1129.0			10.23.6			32.0			"then the non-AP STA shall
disassociate from the AP and attempt to re-associate with an AP corresponding to one of the non-excluded
BSSs"

If the STA disassociates with the AP it no longer has any connection to the DS,  and any subsequent connection to it is a fresh Association,  not a re-association.						Yes			Clarify what "STA shall disassociate from the AP" actually means.   Is this a DISASSOCIATE.request,  or is it something else?															


			1.1766300023E10			11-Apr-2011  7:10:21 EDT			77.0			Stephens, Adrian			adrian.p.stephens@intel.com						Individual			73.0			Producer			Disapprove			Intel Corporation			Editorial						10.7.4.1						Figure 10-18 shows a DLS_Teardown.confirm,  which was removed in D8.0						Yes			Review all figures containing a .confirm primitive and remove any .confirms that no longer exist in Clause 6.															


			1.1766200023E10			11-Apr-2011  7:10:21 EDT			76.0			Stephens, Adrian			adrian.p.stephens@intel.com						Individual			72.0			Producer			Disapprove			Intel Corporation			General												This is a pile-on of my comment 11023.

The resolution does not address the existence of Clause 6 .confirm primitives for which there is no matching .response.						Yes			For all such "3 primitive" exchanges in Clause 6,   either add a matching .response,  or remove the .confirm.  Update any figures and text that refer to modified exchanges.															


			1.1766100023E10			11-Apr-2011  7:10:21 EDT			75.0			Stephens, Adrian			adrian.p.stephens@intel.com						Individual			71.0			Producer			Disapprove			Intel Corporation			Editorial						10.2.1.16.3						The indented numbered list in the dashed list doesn't match ieee style.						No			Make sublist indended dashed list.															


			1.1766000023E10			11-Apr-2011  7:10:21 EDT			74.0			Stephens, Adrian			adrian.p.stephens@intel.com						Individual			70.0			Producer			Disapprove			Intel Corporation			Technical			985.0			10.2.1.6			26.0			"to a directed data or bufferable ..."

The use of "directed",  used in the sense of "individually addressed" has been deprecated since 2007.

There are 87 instances of directed, and roughly half appear to be used in this context.						Yes			Replace "directed" where used as a synonym for "individually addressed" with "individually addressed" globally.															


			1.1765900023E10			11-Apr-2011  7:10:21 EDT			73.0			Stephens, Adrian			adrian.p.stephens@intel.com						Individual			69.0			Producer			Disapprove			Intel Corporation			Technical			80.0			4.9.4.3			5.0			This specifies a comparison between MAC addresses.   There is no specification of how to compare MAC addresses in the standard,  and two equally plausible ways of interpreting the endianness of a MAC address when treating it as an integer.						Yes			Define how to compare MAC addresses,  or reference where this comparison is defined, e.g. "compare them as 48-bit unsigned integers,   b0 (least significant) - b47 (most significant)
Where the I/G bit is in b40.  (i.e. the least significant bit of the most significant octet)."															


			1.1765800023E10			11-Apr-2011  7:10:21 EDT			72.0			Stephens, Adrian			adrian.p.stephens@intel.com						Individual			68.0			Producer			Disapprove			Intel Corporation			Technical												There are 420 instances of "multicast".  This term has been deprecated since STD-2007 days.

Making this a technical comment because it needs discussion based on the significant text impact of the change (~1000 changes).						Yes			Replace "broadcast or multicast" with "group addressed".

Replace "multicast" with "group addressed" globally,  with appropriate syntax.

Replace "multicast MAC address" with "group MAC address".

Rename any abbreviations affeected globally as appropriate,  e.g. FMS (flexible multicast service) becomes FGS (flexible group-addressed service).  (FYI there are 501 instances of FMS in the draft).															


			1.1765700023E10			11-Apr-2011  7:10:21 EDT			71.0			Stephens, Adrian			adrian.p.stephens@intel.com						Individual			67.0			Producer			Disapprove			Intel Corporation			Technical												There are 72 instances of "unicast".   This terms has been deprecated since STD-2007 days.						Yes			Replace "unicast" with "individually addressed" globally,  with appropriate syntax.															


			1.1765600023E10			11-Apr-2011  7:10:21 EDT			70.0			Stephens, Adrian			adrian.p.stephens@intel.com						Individual			66.0			Producer			Disapprove			Intel Corporation			General			2630.0			U			1.0			Editor's Note: I do not know what Table 11.14d is intended to refer to.

While lamenting the Editor's lack of grammar,  he may have a point.						Yes			Insert relevant reference at 2630.03															


			1.1765500023E10			11-Apr-2011  7:10:21 EDT			69.0			Stephens, Adrian			adrian.p.stephens@intel.com						Individual			65.0			Producer			Disapprove			Intel Corporation			General			2500.0			L.1.4.3			21.0			Editor's Note: The reference to G.7 in the following should point somewhere in this annex, but it is not obvious to me which subclause.						Yes			Replace G.7 reference at 2500.27 with something relevant.															


			1.1765400023E10			11-Apr-2011  7:10:21 EDT			68.0			Stephens, Adrian			adrian.p.stephens@intel.com						Individual			64.0			Producer			Disapprove			Intel Corporation			Technical			2241.0			D.2.5			1.0			Editor's Note: The change made by CID 11127 results in the equivalent of "for <conditions we're not going to tell you> you shall ...". The specific bands need to be enumerated to make this normative requirement concrete.						Yes			Introduce a name for this behaviour (xxxBehaviour) then,  where D.2.5 is referenced say "shall support xxxBehaviour,  as defined in D.2.5".															


			1.1765300023E10			11-Apr-2011  7:10:21 EDT			67.0			Stephens, Adrian			adrian.p.stephens@intel.com						Individual			63.0			Producer			Disapprove			Intel Corporation			Technical			2237.0			D.1			13.0			Editor's Note: My interpretation of resolved comments 11112, 11108, 11123, 11109, 11106 is to remove the
entries of the cited Behavior limits sets from this table, as they are not referenced anywhere else in the standard.
Is this correct?

The issue for us here is what happens if we encounter a legacy device that uses one of these codes.
Should that cause a new device any problem.						No			Either re-instate the definitions of all behaviour limits removed in the D7->D8 transition  (perhaps with note saying "deprecated") or instruct the ANA to release these resources.															


			1.1765200023E10			11-Apr-2011  7:10:21 EDT			66.0			Stephens, Adrian			adrian.p.stephens@intel.com						Individual			62.0			Producer			Disapprove			Intel Corporation			Technical			1656.0			19.3.23			40.0			Editor's Note: Figure 19-25 (PLCP receive procedure for HT-mixed format PLCP format) was modified by CID 10076 to move the "bit removing" box. Is the same change needed here?						Yes			Make change in Figure 19-26 matching change made by CID 10076.															


			1.1765100023E10			11-Apr-2011  7:10:21 EDT			65.0			Stephens, Adrian			adrian.p.stephens@intel.com						Individual			61.0			Producer			Disapprove			Intel Corporation			Technical			1576.0			19.2.1			45.0			I challenge whether RX_START_... is always a mandatory parameter.   Particularly if the STA does not support this optional feature.						Yes			Replace Y with O in the RXVECTOR column.															


			1.1765000023E10			11-Apr-2011  7:10:21 EDT			64.0			Stephens, Adrian			adrian.p.stephens@intel.com						Individual			60.0			Producer			Disapprove			Intel Corporation			General			1576.0			19.2.1			45.0			Editor's Note: .11v Does not supply a value for this column.

No value is needed.						No			Remove editor's note.															


			1.1764900023E10			11-Apr-2011  7:10:21 EDT			63.0			Stephens, Adrian			adrian.p.stephens@intel.com						Individual			59.0			Producer			Disapprove			Intel Corporation			General			1576.0			19.2.1			28.0			Editor's Note: .11v Does not supply a value for this column.

No value is needed.						No			Remove editor's note.															


			1.1764800023E10			11-Apr-2011  7:10:21 EDT			62.0			Stephens, Adrian			adrian.p.stephens@intel.com						Individual			58.0			Producer			Disapprove			Intel Corporation			Technical			1448.0			16.3.5			40.0			Editor's Note: how is this a vector?						Yes			Replace "PHYRXSTART.Indicate(RXVECTOR))" with "RXVECTOR"															


			1.1762700023E10			11-Apr-2011  7:10:21 EDT			41.0			Stephens, Adrian			adrian.p.stephens@intel.com						Individual			37.0			Producer			Disapprove			Intel Corporation			Technical			972.0			10.1.4.3.2			44.0			Editor's Note: The additions from .11u result in no specification of sending a probe response when
dot11Interworking... is false.						Yes			Restore the previous behaviour when dot11Interworking... is false.   i.e. insert copy of para from D7.0 685.23 here.															


			1.1762600023E10			11-Apr-2011  7:10:21 EDT			40.0			Stephens, Adrian			adrian.p.stephens@intel.com						Individual			36.0			Producer			Disapprove			Intel Corporation			Technical			864.0			9.7.4.1			18.0			Editor's Note: The change to the missing paragraph excluded the FMS case. Without this change the following
paragraph now introduces a conflict. Note also that the "group address in the Addres 1 field" language
below mirrors the language in an earlier version of .11n, but which was not present in the
published version, and is not part of the heading of this subclause.						Yes			Change: "a non-STBC Beacon or a non-STBC PSMP frame" at 864.11 to read:
"a non-STBC PSMP frame that is not part of an FMS stream or a non-STBC Beacon "															


			1.1762500023E10			11-Apr-2011  7:10:21 EDT			39.0			Stephens, Adrian			adrian.p.stephens@intel.com						Individual			35.0			Producer			Disapprove			Intel Corporation			Editorial			864.0			9.7.4.1			25.0			"a FMS"						No			change to "an FMS" globally															


			1.1762400023E10			11-Apr-2011  7:10:21 EDT			38.0			Stephens, Adrian			adrian.p.stephens@intel.com						Individual			34.0			Producer			Disapprove			Intel Corporation			Technical			851.0			9.3.6			44.0			"A STA shall receive all MPDUs and A-MSDUs with a group address in the Address 1 field..."

What is the meaning of "shall receive"?    At what point in our layer cake is the event visible.  For example,  if we receive a group addressed MPDU that fails a MFP check,  and we discard it,  have we contravened this requirement to "shall receive"?						Yes			Reword para at 851.44 in the negative thus:

"A STA shall disard an MPDU with a group address in the Address 1 field if the value in the
Address 1 field does not matche any value in the dot11GroupAddressesTable and does not match the Broadcast address value."															


			1.1762300023E10			11-Apr-2011  7:10:21 EDT			37.0			Stephens, Adrian			adrian.p.stephens@intel.com						Individual			33.0			Producer			Disapprove			Intel Corporation			Technical			851.0			8.3.6			41.0			Editor's Note: In the following para added by CID 11134, an A-MSDU does not have an Address 1 field.						Yes			Remove "and A-MSDUs".															


			1.1762200023E10			11-Apr-2011  7:10:21 EDT			36.0			Stephens, Adrian			adrian.p.stephens@intel.com						Individual			32.0			Producer			Disapprove			Intel Corporation			Technical			832.0			9.2.7			35.0			Editor's Note: In "When the Address 1 field or DA field contains a group address, address filtering is performed by comparing the value in the Address 1 field against all values in the dot11GroupAddressesTable.", the first "Address 1 field or DA field" and the second "Compare the value in the Address 1 field" disagree about what is being tested.

The editor is wrong.  The first use includes comparison in an A-MSDU,  the second does not.						Yes			Remove cited Editor's Note and more apply more haddock.															


			1.1762100023E10			11-Apr-2011  7:10:21 EDT			35.0			Stephens, Adrian			adrian.p.stephens@intel.com						Individual			31.0			Producer			Disapprove			Intel Corporation			Technical			832.0			9.2.7			31.0			Editor's Note: The text added by 11134 calls out "Address 1 field of each A-MSDU". The A-MSDU does
not have an Address 1 field. (twice)						Yes			The MA-UNITDATA.indication primitive is generated in response to one or more received data MPDUs
containing an MSDU following validation, address filtering, decryption, decapsulation, defragmentation, and
A-MSDU deaggregation, as appropriate.

Remove the phrase:  ", on the Address 1 field of each A-MSDU" in the second sentence of the para.
Add the phrase:  " an MPDU carrying all or part of" before "an A-MSDU" in the last sentence.															


			1.1762000023E10			11-Apr-2011  7:10:21 EDT			34.0			Stephens, Adrian			adrian.p.stephens@intel.com						Individual			30.0			Producer			Disapprove			Intel Corporation			General			738.0			8.4.4.13			33.0			Editor's Note: The following note contains normative language.						Yes			Either change the normative verbs "should not" to informative,  or pull that sentence out and make it part of  the behaviour description of this feature.															


			1.1761900023E10			11-Apr-2011  7:10:21 EDT			33.0			Stephens, Adrian			adrian.p.stephens@intel.com						Individual			29.0			Producer			Disapprove			Intel Corporation			General			693.0			8.4.2.77			53.0			Editor's Note: This subclause does not reflect BU terminology used in REVmb.						Yes			Replace "frame" with BU throughout this subclause where it relates to the thing being buffered.															


			1.1761800023E10			11-Apr-2011  7:10:21 EDT			32.0			Stephens, Adrian			adrian.p.stephens@intel.com						Individual			28.0			Producer			Disapprove			Intel Corporation			General			531.0			8.4.2.23.9			47.0			Editor's Note: The reference in 802.11v to 7-85j is presumably an error, because no such figure has
existed. Because there are several figures in the now 8.4.2.24.9, I cannot determine which of these should
be cited.						Yes			Correct the reference at 531.56.															


			1.1761700023E10			11-Apr-2011  7:10:21 EDT			31.0			Stephens, Adrian			adrian.p.stephens@intel.com						Individual			27.0			Producer			Disapprove			Intel Corporation			General			469.0			8.4.1.9			1.0			Since the name column was added,  it is clear that some names are overly general,  compared to the descriptions.						Yes			Review all Names,   and make more specific to more closly match description.   Globally change name throughout draft.

E.g. "Not allowed" -> "DLS Not Allowed".															


			1.1761600023E10			11-Apr-2011  7:10:21 EDT			30.0			Stephens, Adrian			adrian.p.stephens@intel.com						Individual			26.0			Producer			Disapprove			Intel Corporation			General			471.0			8.4.1.9			53.0			Editor's Note: Need a description here						Yes			Provide a description															


			1.1761500023E10			11-Apr-2011  7:10:21 EDT			29.0			Stephens, Adrian			adrian.p.stephens@intel.com						Individual			25.0			Producer			Disapprove			Intel Corporation			General			400.0			7.3.6.2			27.0			Editor's Note: The referenced location provides no information on the required PHY parameters.

This comment is in error.  The cited location defines datarate and length as required parameters for a TXSTART.						No			Remove editor's note and beat him around the gills with a dead haddock for being so silly.															


			1.1761400023E10			11-Apr-2011  7:10:21 EDT			28.0			Stephens, Adrian			adrian.p.stephens@intel.com						Individual			24.0			Producer			Disapprove			Intel Corporation			Technical			189.0			6.3.28.2.4			46.0			Editor's Note: The resolution of CID 11023 removes of the HL-SYNC.confirm primitive. I have not done
so because the text below is dependent on that primitive. However this is arguably the expression of a
local resource constraint, which should not be in this interface as per submission: https://mentor.ieee.org/
802.11/dcn/11/11-11-0284-01-000m-proposed-resolution-for-revmb-cid-11023.doc						Yes			Remove HL-SYNC.confirm primitive.  Remove the second sentence in the para starting at 189.52.   Remove the first phrase of the third setence:  "If the request has been successful and the higher layer synchronization support mechanism has been activated,"															


			1.1761300023E10			11-Apr-2011  7:10:21 EDT			27.0			Stephens, Adrian			adrian.p.stephens@intel.com						Individual			23.0			Producer			Disapprove			Intel Corporation			Technical			145.0			6.3.11.2.4			50.0			Editor's Note: The approved comment resolution was garbled "in Beacon and Probe Response framesAssociation
that include the SSID". It is not clear whether association frames are included or not. And what
about all the other frames that include an Extended Capabilities element, such as reassociation response?						Yes			Replace "Beacon and
Probe Response frames Association that include" at 145.56 with something that makes sense.															


			1.1761200023E10			11-Apr-2011  7:10:21 EDT			26.0			Stephens, Adrian			adrian.p.stephens@intel.com						Individual			22.0			Producer			Disapprove			Intel Corporation			Technical			106.0			6.3.3.3.2			3.0			Editor's Note: The rows inserted by .11v do not include any value for this column						Yes			Insert the Entry "Do not adopt" for each of these rows.															


			1.1761100023E10			11-Apr-2011  7:10:21 EDT			25.0			Stephens, Adrian			adrian.p.stephens@intel.com						Individual			21.0			Producer			Disapprove			Intel Corporation			Technical			100.0			6.3.3.2.3			10.0			Editor's Note: Type "Octet string" does not agree with Description "SSID elements"						Yes			Replace "Octet string" with SSID Element,   replace "variable" with As defined in 8.4.2.2.  Delete "A list of" from start of Description.															


			1.1761000023E10			11-Apr-2011  7:10:21 EDT			24.0			Stephens, Adrian			adrian.p.stephens@intel.com						Individual			20.0			Producer			Disapprove			Intel Corporation			Technical			57.0			4.3.13.16			3.0			Editor's Note: The following reference was originally to 5.2.7.8 (Measurement Pause), this probably
needs to be corrected.						Yes			Check and correct reference, if necessary.															


			1.1760900023E10			11-Apr-2011  7:10:21 EDT			23.0			Stephens, Adrian			adrian.p.stephens@intel.com						Individual			19.0			Producer			Disapprove			Intel Corporation			General			23.0			0.31			25.0			Editor's Note: This, and possibly other additions by .11v should be in 3.2						Yes			Review all additions from .11z, .11v and .11u for dependences on .11 or .11-specific definitions.  Move any such dependent definition to 3.2.															


			1.1760800023E10			11-Apr-2011  7:10:21 EDT			22.0			Stephens, Adrian			adrian.p.stephens@intel.com						Individual			18.0			Producer			Disapprove			Intel Corporation			General			6.0			3.1			16.0			Editor's Note: I have inserted all the definitions from .11u into 3.1. They need to be distributed between
3.1 (generic) and 3.2 (specific to 802.11). The following is an example of the latter.						Yes			Review all additions from .11z, .11v and .11u for dependences on .11 or .11-specific definitions.  Move any such dependent definition to 3.2.															


			1.1760700023E10			11-Apr-2011  7:10:21 EDT			21.0			Stephens, Adrian			adrian.p.stephens@intel.com						Individual			17.0			Producer			Disapprove			Intel Corporation			General			95.0			6.1			7.0			Since the MSGCF was rolled-in as part of 6,  it should be mentioned in the overview in 6.1						No			Add paragraph describing function of MSGCF.															


			1.1760600023E10			11-Apr-2011  7:10:21 EDT			20.0			Stephens, Adrian			adrian.p.stephens@intel.com						Individual			16.0			Producer			Disapprove			Intel Corporation			Technical			2080.0			C.3			33.0			From Joe Kwak: SYNTAX incomplete.  See Table 8-227 (D7.01).						Yes			I suggest making this an open action item for Joe Kwak.															


			1.1760500023E10			11-Apr-2011  7:10:21 EDT			19.0			Stephens, Adrian			adrian.p.stephens@intel.com						Individual			15.0			Producer			Disapprove			Intel Corporation			Technical			2079.0			C.3			61.0			From Joe Kwak: Missing Neighbor Report Candidate List Entries,  see Fig 8-380 (D7.01).						Yes			I suggest making this an open action item for Joe Kwak.															


			1.1760400023E10			11-Apr-2011  7:10:21 EDT			18.0			Stephens, Adrian			adrian.p.stephens@intel.com						Individual			14.0			Producer			Disapprove			Intel Corporation			Technical			2079.0			C.3			3.0			From Joe Kwak: Inconsistent status syntax.						Yes			Replace SYNTAX line with "SYNTAX INTEGER {
successful(0),
requestFailed(1),
requestRefused(2),
requestIncapable(3),
detectedFrequentTransition(4)
}".															


			1.1760300023E10			11-Apr-2011  7:10:21 EDT			17.0			Stephens, Adrian			adrian.p.stephens@intel.com						Individual			13.0			Producer			Disapprove			Intel Corporation			Technical			2069.0			C.3			53.0			From Joe Kwak: Missing default value.						Yes			Insert new line "DEFVAL { ''H }".															


			1.1760200023E10			11-Apr-2011  7:10:21 EDT			16.0			Stephens, Adrian			adrian.p.stephens@intel.com						Individual			12.0			Producer			Disapprove			Intel Corporation			Technical			2046.0			C.3			60.0			From Joe Kwak: Missing default value.						Yes			Insert new line "DEFVAL { ''H }".															


			1.1760100023E10			11-Apr-2011  7:10:21 EDT			15.0			Stephens, Adrian			adrian.p.stephens@intel.com						Individual			11.0			Producer			Disapprove			Intel Corporation			General			2045.0			C.3			1.0			From Joe Kwak: There is no candidate list size to set.						Yes			Replace "candidate list size is set  to 0" with "candidate list is null".															


			1.1760000023E10			11-Apr-2011  7:10:21 EDT			14.0			Stephens, Adrian			adrian.p.stephens@intel.com						Individual			10.0			Producer			Disapprove			Intel Corporation			General			2038.0			C.3			26.0			From Joe Kwak: Referenced variable name is incorrect.						No			Replace "Location Service"  with "Location Indentifier Request Service"   in 2 PLACES.															


			1.1759900023E10			11-Apr-2011  7:10:21 EDT			13.0			Stephens, Adrian			adrian.p.stephens@intel.com						Individual			9.0			Producer			Disapprove			Intel Corporation			General			2037.0			C.3			53.0			From Joe Kwak:  Description is incomplete.						No			Replace description with "This attribute indicates the time interval, expressed in the units indicated
in the Location Civic Request Service Interval Units field, at which the STA
requests to receive Location Civic Reports. A Location  Civic Request Service Interval
of 0 indicates that only a single Location Civic Report is
requested."															


			1.1759800023E10			11-Apr-2011  7:10:21 EDT			12.0			Stephens, Adrian			adrian.p.stephens@intel.com						Individual			8.0			Producer			Disapprove			Intel Corporation			Technical			2034.0			C.3			55.0			From Joe Kwak: Missing request entry for Destination URI.  Add  it to list, and do a suitable variable definition(s).						Yes			I suggest making this an open action item for Joe Kwak.															


			1.1759700023E10			11-Apr-2011  7:10:21 EDT			11.0			Stephens, Adrian			adrian.p.stephens@intel.com						Individual			7.0			Producer			Disapprove			Intel Corporation			General			2017.0			C.3			53.0			From Joe Kwak: Obtuse definition wording. Result of design by committee in resolving other comments??  Main problem is separation of "transmitted" adjective from its "frames" object 6 lines away.   This affects several MIB definitions that use this similar wording.						No			I suggest making this an open action item for Joe Kwak.															


			1.1759600023E10			11-Apr-2011  7:10:21 EDT			10.0			Stephens, Adrian			adrian.p.stephens@intel.com						Individual			6.0			Producer			Disapprove			Intel Corporation			Technical			1915.0			C.3			65.0			Editor Note: This is missing definitions for groups added by .11n and .11v						Yes			Add to ...RqstGroupID entries for all defined statistics groups.															


			1.1759500023E10			11-Apr-2011  7:10:21 EDT			9.0			Stephens, Adrian			adrian.p.stephens@intel.com						Individual			5.0			Producer			Disapprove			Intel Corporation			General						C						The MIB is a mess.   It is way way too long,  which creates real administrative headaches for your editor.   Compliance information is missing for many objects.    Compliance requirements are excessive for some optional features.   The updating of GROUP and MANDATORY-COMPLIANCE statements is contrary to IETF rules,  as this creates a class (i.e. runtime error) between compliant SMT agents created using different versions of the MIB.   All these issues lead me to believe that nobody will ever want to implement the MIB as we currently specify it.

See also editor note at 2234.62.

I believe the only use the MIB currently has is defining "local variables" that are referenced from normative text.

The question in my mind is whether we should bother with it or not.  We have determined to the best of our knowledge that the only implementations of the 802.11 MIB are from prehistoric versions. The status Quo is costing us real effort and gaining us nothing. So what do we do:   1) Fix it.   2) Don't maintain it,  mark it as deprecated.   3) remove it?						Yes			On the assumption we want to fix it we should:
1. Educate working group in non-editability of GROUPS and MODULE-COMPLIANCE statements.   I'd suggest we allow a new dot11Compliance<number> to be created at each revision only.
2. Handle compliance for amendments that specify more than a trivial number of objects by having them provide a separate MODULE-COMPLIANCE statement.
3. Put any objects with a missing compliance statement into a  GROUP specific to that feature,  and cite from a MODULE-COMPLIANCE (either an optional group in dot11Compliance or a mandtory or optional group in a new MODULE-COMPLIANCE.)
4. Separate out the .11k+.11v reports into a separate module in a separate Annex.  Yes,  I know this reverses what we did previously,  but in that case it was separate only lexicographically,  but not semantically.   I'm suggesting a separate MODULE statement,  which makes it an independent entity.
5. Ditto with .11u's MGCF objects.															


			1.1759400023E10			11-Apr-2011  7:10:21 EDT			8.0			Stephens, Adrian			adrian.p.stephens@intel.com						Individual			4.0			Producer			Disapprove			Intel Corporation			General			1143.0			10.24.3.1.3			13.0			Editor's Note: REVmb has changed power-saving terminology from the buffering of frames to the bufffering of BUs. Should this be reflected below?

Arguably yes.  However,   we then have the ineligence of "shall generate an xxx frame.  ... shall buffer the BU."  which doesn't really adequately establish the relationship between the xxx frame and the BU.   On balance,  I think we can leave it as is.						No			Remove editor's note and apply more fish.															


			1.1759300023E10			11-Apr-2011  7:10:21 EDT			7.0			Stephens, Adrian			adrian.p.stephens@intel.com						Individual			3.0			Producer			Disapprove			Intel Corporation			General			333.0			6.3.72			11.0			Editor's Note: This duplication of MLME primitives is unnecessary. A "protected" parameter can distinguish,
as used elsewhere in this clause.						No			Remove PDGAS primitives,  and add a "Protected" parameter to the GAS primitives,  with definitions modelled on the DEENABLEMENT primitives.   Make changes in the text of 6.3.71 to add "(protected)" as needed.															


			1.1759200023E10			11-Apr-2011  7:10:21 EDT			6.0			Stephens, Adrian			adrian.p.stephens@intel.com						Individual			2.0			Producer			Disapprove			Intel Corporation			Technical			122.0			6.3.7.4.2			13.0			Editor's Note: The addition from .11u of EmergencyServices to the .request should also presumably apply
here.

Ditto 132.45						Yes			Add EmergencyService parameter,  copied from the .request.															


			1.1759100023E10			11-Apr-2011  7:10:21 EDT			5.0			Stephens, Adrian			adrian.p.stephens@intel.com						Individual			1.0			Producer			Disapprove			Intel Corporation			Technical			73.0			4.8.2			8.0			Editor's Note: One of the reviewers from the roll-in writes: "This figure does not seem to capture the
intended concept that the MAC State Generic Convergence Function actually snoops the messages
between SME and PLME/MLME." I will raise a ballot comment at this point because the standard interpretation
of the notation doesn't provide for "snooping". This will need to be clarified by additional
explanatory text.						No			Modify figure, and add explanatory text on the role of the MSGCF as "snooping" all traffic to and from the MLME and PLME.															


			1.1639700023E10			 8-Apr-2011 11:37:37 EDT			4.0			Godfrey, Tim			tim.11.g@gmail.com			9.137063777E9			Individual			3.0			User			Approve			Electric Power Research Institute, Inc. (EPRI)			General			368.0									An unusual number of blank pages are present here.						No			Remove blank pages															


			1.1639600023E10			 8-Apr-2011 11:37:37 EDT			3.0			Godfrey, Tim			tim.11.g@gmail.com			9.137063777E9			Individual			2.0			User			Approve			Electric Power Research Institute, Inc. (EPRI)			General			36.0			3.3			62.0			OCB (Outside the Context of a BSS) should be defined here. The MIB variable dot11OCBActivated is used throughout the draft, but OCB is never defined.						No			Define OCB on in section 3.3															


			1.1639500023E10			 8-Apr-2011 11:37:37 EDT			2.0			Godfrey, Tim			tim.11.g@gmail.com			9.137063777E9			Individual			1.0			User			Approve			Electric Power Research Institute, Inc. (EPRI)			General			35.0			3.3			39.0			IGTKSA (Integrity Group Temporal Key Security Association) should be defined here (for consistency with PTKSA and SMKSA which are defined)						No			Define IGTKSA on in section 3.3															


			1.1607000023E10			 4-Apr-2011  3:29:11 EDT			1.0			Sakoda, Kazuyuki			kazuyukia.sakoda@jp.sony.com			-9532.0			Individual			1.0			Producer			Approve			Sony Corporation			Technical			972.0			10.1.4.3.2			47.0			As indicated by the "Editor's Note", 11u amendment does not specify what to do when dot11InterworkingServiceActivated is false or the Interworking field in the Extended Capabilities element in the received frame equals to zero.						No			Add some text to explain what the STA shall do in these cases.															
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SELECT DISTINCTROW *
FROM comments;


INSERT INTO comments ([Comment ID], Date, [Comment #], Name, Email, Phone, Style, [Index #], Classification, Vote, Affiliation, Category, Page, Subclause, Line, Comment, File, [Must Be Satisfied], [Proposed Change], [Resolution Status], [Resolution Detail], Other1, Other2, Other3)
SELECT comments1.[Comment ID], comments1.Date, comments1.[Comment #], comments1.Name, comments1.Email, comments1.Phone, comments1.Style, comments1.[Index #], comments1.Classification, comments1.Vote, comments1.Affiliation, comments1.Category, comments1.Page, comments1.Subclause, comments1.Line, comments1.Comment, comments1.File, comments1.[Must Be Satisfied], comments1.[Proposed Change], comments1.[Resolution Status], comments1.[Resolution Detail], comments1.Other1, comments1.Other2, comments1.Other3
FROM comments1;


INSERT INTO commentsdb (LB, Draft, CID, Commenter, Vote, [Clause Number(C)], [Page(C)], [Line(C)], [Type of Comment], [Part of No Vote], Page, Line, Clause, Comment, [Proposed Change], [Resn Status], Resolution, [Duplicate of CID])
SELECT Forms!import!LB AS LB, Forms!import!Draft AS Draft, [comments to lc format].CID AS newCID, [comments to lc format].Commenter, [comments to lc format].Vote, [comments to lc format].[Clause Number(C)], [comments to lc format].[Page(C)], [comments to lc format].[Line(C)], [comments to lc format].[Type of Comment], [comments to lc format].[Part of No Vote], [comments to lc format].Page, [comments to lc format].Line, [comments to lc format].Clause, [comments to lc format].Comment, [comments to lc format].[Proposed Change], [comments to lc format].[Resn Status], [comments to lc format].Resolution, [comments to lc format].[Duplicate of CID]
FROM [comments to lc format]
WHERE ((([comments to lc format].CID) Not In (select CID from commentsdb)));


SELECT comments.[Comment ID], comments.Comment, comments.[Proposed Change], commentsdb.Comment, commentsdb.[Proposed Change], iif(left(comments.Comment, len(commentsdb.comment))=commentsdb.comment,"","differ") AS [commentDiffer?], iif(left(comments.[Proposed Change], len(commentsdb.[Proposed Change]))=commentsdb.[Proposed Change],"","differ") AS [changeDiffer?]
FROM comments LEFT JOIN commentsdb ON comments.[Comment #] = commentsdb.CID;


SELECT comments.[Comment ID], comments.[Comment #], comments.Comment, comments.[Proposed Change], len(comments.Comment) AS lenComment, len(comments.[Proposed Change]) AS lenChange
FROM comments;


SELECT comments.[Comment #] AS CID, comments.Name AS Commenter, comments.Vote, comments.Subclause AS [Clause Number(C)], comments.Page AS [Page(C)], comments.Line AS [Line(C)], Left(comments.Category,1) AS [Type of Comment], comments.[Must Be Satisfied] AS [Part of No Vote], comments.Page AS Page, comments.Line AS Line, comments.Subclause AS Clause, comments.Comment, comments.[Proposed Change], comments.[Resolution Status], [Resn Status codes].[Resn Status], comments.[Resolution Detail] AS Resolution, DuplicateOfCID AS [Duplicate of CID]
FROM comments LEFT JOIN [Resn Status codes] ON comments.[Resolution Status]=[Resn Status codes].[Resolution Status];


SELECT Count(commentsdb.[Motion Number]) AS Count
FROM (commentsdb INNER JOIN comments ON commentsdb.CID=comments.[Comment #]) INNER JOIN [Resn Status codes] ON commentsdb.[Resn Status]=[Resn Status codes].[Resn Status]
HAVING (((Count(commentsdb.[Motion Number])) Is Not Null));


SELECT Count(commentsdb.CID) AS Count
FROM (commentsdb RIGHT JOIN comments ON commentsdb.CID=comments.[Comment #]) LEFT JOIN [Resn Status codes] ON commentsdb.[Resn Status]=[Resn Status codes].[Resn Status]
WHERE (((commentsdb.[Motion Number]) Is Null)) OR ((([Resn Status codes].[Resolution Status]) Is Null));


SELECT DISTINCT [export resolved comments].Name, [export resolved comments].Vote, [export resolved comments].Affiliation, [export resolved comments].Email
FROM [export resolved comments];


SELECT Trim(Str(comments.[Comment ID])) AS [Comment ID], comments.Date, comments.[Comment #], comments.Name, comments.Email, comments.Phone, comments.Style, comments.[Index #], comments.Classification, comments.Vote, comments.Affiliation, comments.Category, comments.Page, comments.Subclause, comments.Line, comments.Comment, comments.File, comments.[Must Be Satisfied], comments.[Proposed Change], [Resn Status codes].[Resolution Status], commentsdb.Resolution AS [Resolution Detail], comments.Other1, comments.Other2, comments.Other3
FROM (commentsdb INNER JOIN comments ON commentsdb.CID=comments.[Comment #]) INNER JOIN [Resn Status codes] ON commentsdb.[Resn Status]=[Resn Status codes].[Resn Status]
WHERE (((commentsdb.[Motion Number]) Is Not Null));


SELECT comments.[Comment #], duplicates.[Comment #]
FROM comments INNER JOIN comments AS duplicates ON comments.hash=duplicates.hash
WHERE ((comments.[Comment #]<duplicates.[Comment #]) And eq(comments.Subclause,duplicates.Subclause) And eq(comments.Page,duplicates.Page) And eq(comments.Line,duplicates.Line) And eq(comments.Comment,duplicates.Comment) And eq(comments.[proposed change],duplicates.[proposed change]));


SELECT DISTINCT min(comments.[Comment #]) AS [Comment #]
FROM [matching cids]
GROUP BY duplicates.[Comment #];


INSERT INTO duplicates (originalCID, duplicateCID)
SELECT [matching cids].comments.[Comment #] AS originalCID, [matching cids].duplicates.[Comment #] AS duplicateCID
FROM [original comments that are duplicated] INNER JOIN [matching cids] ON [original comments that are duplicated].[Comment #]=[matching cids].comments.[Comment #];


UPDATE comments
SET [Comment #] = [Comment #]+2700;


UPDATE comments INNER JOIN duplicates ON comments.[Comment #]=duplicates.duplicateCID
SET comments.duplicateOfCID = duplicates.originalCID;


UPDATE comments
SET Hash = hash(IIf(Comment Is Null,"",Comment)+IIf([Proposed Change] Is Null,"",[Proposed Change]))
WHERE isnull(comments.hash);


SELECT Max([comments plus lengths].lenComment) AS MaxOflenComment, Max([comments plus lengths].lenChange) AS MaxOflenChange
FROM [comments plus lengths];


UPDATE comments
SET [Comment #] = [Comment #]+Forms!import!CIDoffset;


UPDATE comments INNER JOIN commentsdb ON comments.[Comment #] = commentsdb.CID
SET commentsdb.Comment = comments.Comment, commentsdb.[Proposed Change] = comments.[Proposed Change];





