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Abstract
This submission proposes resolutions for multiple comments of TGah Draft 4.0 with the following CIDs:
· 6091,6122, 6123, 6124, 6129


Revisions:
-	Rev 0: Initial version of the document


	






Interpretation of a Motion to Adopt

A motion to approve this submission means that the editing instructions and any changed or added material are actioned in the TGah Draft.  This introduction is not part of the adopted material.

Editing instructions formatted like this are intended to be copied into the TGah Draft (i.e. they are instructions to the 802.11 editor on how to merge the text with the baseline documents).

TGah Editor: Editing instructions preceded by “TGah Editor” are instructions to the TGah editor to modify existing material in the TGah draft.  As a result of adopting the changes, the TGah editor will execute the instructions rather than copy them to the TGah Draft.


	CID
	Commenter
	P.L
	Clause
	Comment
	Proposed Change
	Resolution

	6091
	Robert Stacey
	143
	27
	"can be provided in"
	"is optionally present in"
	Accept

	6122
	Alfred Asterjadhi
	143
	40
	The last field of this element should be called "Pad" as described in P144L13. But also there it should take capital letter. Replace "Reserved" with "Pad" here and "pad" with "Pad" in P144L13
	As in comment.
	Accept

	6123
	Alfred Asterjadhi
	143
	46
	This figure is too crowded. Define a field that containst all these subfields e.g., Sectorization Control field that contains the subfields from Sectorization Type and so on.
	As in comment. The changes would reflect to the figure 8-575a16 as well.
	Reject-
Addition of a new field just to make a less crowded figure is not justified.  We could select a new (smaller) font for a better readability.

	6124
	Alfred Asterjadhi
	143
	56
	The capability indication is "Sectorized Beam-Capable". So remove "AP".
	As in comment. Same observation for P145L21.
	Accept

	6129
	Alfred Asterjadhi
	179
	40
	The last field of this element should be called "Pad" as described in P179L61. But also there it should take capital letter. Replace "Reserved" with "Pad" here and "pad" with "Pad" in P179L81
	As in comment.
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CID 6123

Proposed Resolution

Reject.  Addition of a new field just to make a less crowded figure is not justified.  We could select a new (smaller) font for a better readability.
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