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The following 6 comments are related to making 11y part of the baseline for 11n and removing the E-CSA definitions from the 11n draft.  The TGn Editor has already implemented the suggested resolutions as part of the editorial updates in D2.01.
	294
	75.00
	7.3.2.51
	The protocol for ECSA should follow that passed in TGv and Tgy, as passed in a TGn motion on this matter. There was motion #130 in 11-07-0062-000n that should resolve this.
	ECSA should be removed from TGn per the motion that was passed in January 2007.


Suggested resolution: Accept

The TGn editor has removed E-CSA text from the 11n D2.01.  No further action required.
	297
	77.00
	7.4.1.6
	The protocol for ECSA should follow that passed in TGv and Tgy, as passed in a TGn motion on this matter.
	ECSA should be removed from TGn per the motion that was passed in January 2007.


Suggested resolution: Accept

The TGn editor has removed E-CSA text from the 11n D2.01.  No further action required.

	2118
	75.22
	7.3.2.51
	The ECSA element and frame should be part of our baseline - in TGy.

We can't define it here because it is defined in TGy.
	We have two choices:
1.  Remove it from here and only specify any amendments to what is present in TGy
2.  Rename it as something else, get our own element id etc

I prefer choice 1.   This requires a review of TGy to discover any differences,  and then the wholesale removal of comman material.


Suggested resolution: Counter

The TGn editor has removed E-CSA text from the 11n D2.01.  No further action required.

	2119
	76.20
	7.3.2.52
	The Supported Regulatory Classes element  should be part of our baseline - in TGy.

We can't define it here because it is defined in TGy.
	We have two choices:
1.  Remove it from here and only specify any amendments to what is present in TGy
2.  Rename it as something else, get our own element id etc

I prefer choice 1.   This requires a review of TGy to discover any differences,  and then the wholesale removal of comman material.


Suggested resolution: Accept

The TGn editor has removed E-CSA text from the 11n D2.01.  No further action required.

	585
	0.00
	General
	11y/D1.x puts Supported Regulatory Classes in Probe Request/Probe Response, which is more useful to an AP than all those supported data rates.
	11n should do the same, using the same dot11ExtendedChannelSwitchImplemented logic. This means adding text from 07/0245r3 or whatever is in the current 11y draft for 11.9.7.3.


Suggested resolution: Counter. 

This issue has been resolved by making 11y part of the 11n baseline. No action required beyond this.
	1874
	76.43
	7.3.2.52
	"The value in the Alternate Regulatory Classes field are in increasing order."  I don't understand this.  Is this a requirement?  If it is, shouldn't "are" read "shall"?  If not, why is this here? 
	Change "are" to "shall" or remove the statement


Suggested resolution: Counter.

The 11y draft uses slightly different language that avoids the problem. The issue has been resolved by making 11y part of the 11n baseline. No further action required.

The following 5 comments are comments on specific aspects of the E-CSA and Supported Regulatory Classes elements.  The resolution of these comments should be left to TGy. However, below are recommended resolutions that will be forwarded to TGy for consideration.
	212
	52.54
	7.3.2
	Missing row: "Supported regulatory Classes"
	Add row accordingly, request ID from ANA, add "Length >=3"


Suggested resolution: Counter. 

In the 11y draft, the row is not missing and the length is specified as “3 to 34”. Element IDs are still TBD.

Request Element IDs for both E-CSA and Supported Regulatory Classes from ANA.

	828
	76.39
	
	"The Alternate Regulatory Classes field contains (Length-1) regulatory class values, each in a single octet subfield. These values represent alternative regulatoryclasses that the STA supports, excluding the Current Regulatory Class value. The values in the Alternate Regulatory Classes field are in increasing order."  Why would there be a need for an alternate regulatory class since there is only 1 at any given time.
	Remove this feature and restart the BSS if the BSS moves to a different regularory class.


Suggested resolution: Reject. 

“Alternate Regulatory Classes” is renamed “List of Regulatory Class(es)” in 11y. This field informs the recipient of the regulatory classes in which the STA is capable of operating, in this Country. This information is used by the AP when deciding which channel(s) to relocate the BSS to (relocation using the E-CSA avoids having to restart the BSS).

	1941
	76.37
	7.3.2.52
	Why is the length of the Supported Regulatory Classes element limited to 32 octets?  I see no need to specify this limit.  If there is a reason to limit the length, that reason should be provided in the text.
	Remove the 32 octet length limit or explain the reason for its existence.


Suggested resolution: Counter.

TGy chose to limit the length to 32 octets to limit beacon bloat at 1.5 Mbps and 5 Mbps rates. No action required.
	3024
	76.00
	7.3.2.52
	Information on supported Regulatory Classess has to be advertised in the Neighbour Report as well
	Add Supported Regulatory Classes sub-element to Optional Extensionf of Neighbor Report 


Suggested resolution: Accept

Implementing the suggested change requires coordination between TGy and TGk.
	3282
	76.00
	7.3.2.52
	Does this element also need to appear in beacons and probe responses?
	Add this element to beacons and probe responses when dot11Extendedchannelswitchimplemented is true.


Suggested resolution: Counter

In the 11y draft, the Supported Regulatory Classes element is already added to probe response frames, but not to Beacon frames. Addition to Beacon frames is TBD.
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Abstract


This submission suggests resolutions of LB97 Coex comments related to the sub-topic E-CSA. The following CIDs are addressed: 212, 294, 297, 585, 828, 1874, 1941, 2118, 2119, 3024, 3282.
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