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Date: October 2nd, 2007 6PM-8PM PST

Discussion Topic: Sponsor Ballot Comment Resolution

1. Discussion on Comment 643
Scott: Container kind field should be defined for each network type in NETWORK_TYPE_INCLUSION to indicate services specific to carriers. 

Gabor/Ajay: What are examples of “services”?

Scott: Some other people being involved in 3GPP knows more about it.

Yoshi: Agreed that NETWORK_TYPE_INCLUSION should be replaced with LIST(NETWORK_TYPE).

Vivek: We can discuss this issue in Atlanta and send a liaison to 3GPP. Specific feature specific values could be added to NETWORK_TYPE. 

Proposed Resolution: Defer.

2. Comment 644
Scott: Table B-14 has entries to 3GPP and 3GPP2. 

Proposed Resolution: Withdraw.
3. Comment 645
URL for basic schema will be assigned.  Accepted-Modified (Yoshi will take care of it.)

4. Comment 642
Proposed Resolution: “Accepted Modified” (Editor will take care of it.)

5. Comment 543
Vivek: Remove “existing”and accept the suggested remedy should be ok.

Alice: Can we add actual references for 3GPP specification?

Ajay: I can agree with the proposed resolution but I don’t understand the comment. We can discuss it offline.

Proposed Resolution: Accept
6. Comment 275
Scott: This should be part of Security SG? If the MIH is being managed by specific authority. It is authorized to provide information to unauthenticated hosts. Then you might go with some level of security.

Ajay: Providing information to unauthenticated state has nothing to do with Security SG.

Proposed Resolution: Reject 

7. Comment 274
Scott: 802.1X Authenticator port control component is missing not only in 802.11 but also 802.3.

Proposed Resolution: Accept Modified (802.11 related people will work on it.)

8. Comment 591
“There are very few (8) "shalls" in section 6.0 MIHF Services and the "shalls" that are present tend to limit the use of the specification instead of specifying required specified performance.”
Vivek: Add more shalls.

Proposed Resolution: Reject (needs more specific inputs)

9. Comment 648
“Parameters DCD, UCD, SIB, system_parameters are not defined”
Jin: Take a look at: http://www.ieee802.org/21/doctree/2007-09_meeting_docs/21-07-0317-00-0000-System_Information_IE.doc
Ajay: Needs to look at a little bit in detail. What is BS_EIRP? Is it static power or dynamic power? Is it defined in an 802.16 standard document or it’s your interpretation?

Jin: It’s defined in 16 standards document.

Ajay: It’s probably a lot of stuff here.

Vivek: Let’s accept DCD and UCD definition in 0317.  Discuss other things offline.

Gabor: Also needs to add reference to the specification.

Proposed Resolution: Defer (Point to 0317 and come back later)

10. Comment 125
Ajay: IP_CONFIG_STATUS is used for command only. 

Vivek: Let’s make sure if that is correct. If it is part of IS, let’s remove it.

Proposed Resolution: Accept Modified.

11. Comment 124
“A STA with IPv6 interface does not need to know whether the link supports stateless, stateful or manual configuration. Configuration always starts with stateless and may continue with stateful or may fall back to require manual in case no unique interface ID generation was possible.”
Proposed Resolution: Accept.

12. Comment 123
Gabor: All things are defined in IETF RFC.

Alice: The same comment was discussed in LB and the reason to add the two objects are to be aligned with what is defined in RFC 3825.
Scott: What location format is used in cellular?

Gabor: Geo-location.

Gabor: Remove Table B10 and refer to RFC 3825.

Scott: I disagree. The location object in 802.21 is not the exact copy.

Ajay: Please inform me if you wish to participate in the ad hoc in October.
[Call ended due to time limit.]
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