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Resubmitted Comments

• Comment Number is the Paper Trail
• Draft 1.0 comment #59 → Draft 1.1 comment #10059

• Subclause, Page, Line of Draft 1.1
• Previous references to Draft 1.0 added as editor note in comment

• Proposed Response Restarted for Draft 1.1



51 Open Comments

• 3 buckets
• Discussion needed

• Pending further work

• Overtaken by events

• Commenters to disposition



Use of
Ad Hoc Time

Comments to be Addressed Listed in Agenda

Review of Comment & Suggested Remedies

Review Affected Items in the Draft 

Discuss

Capture Discussion in Proposed Response for Face-
to-Face Meeting



Discussion of
Comments 10016, 
10017, 10018

Feb 26, 2020 Ad Hoc

These are open comment #16, #17, & #18 from Draft 1.0 – Cable Assembly COM



Draft 1.1: Pg 160, Ln 48 Comment #10016

Draft 1.1: Pg 160, Ln 48 Comment #10017



Draft 1.1: Pg 161, Ln 19 Comment #10018





Slide 8 from benartsi_3ck_01a_0719  
http://www.ieee802.org/3/ck/public/19_07/benartsi_3ck_01a_0719.pdf

http://www.ieee802.org/3/ck/public/19_07/benartsi_3ck_01a_0719.pdf


Discussion
• Proposed response from Draft 1.0: Accept In Principle (AIP)

• Begin with Rich Mellitz as commenter, then proceed to queue



Discussion of
Comments 10061, 
10062

Feb 26, 2020 Ad Hoc

These are open comment #61, & #62 from Draft 1.0 – C2M Wording



Draft 1.1: Pg 231, Ln 11 Comment #10061



Draft 1.1: Pg 231, Ln 22 Comment #10062



Comment #10061 accept.

Begin discussion with Mike 
Dudek as commenter, then 
proceed to queue.

Comment #10062 Accept In 
Principle.

[ . . .]

[ . . .]

In both the low-loss and high-loss cases, the input VEC is less 
than TBD dB and greater than the value in table 120G-8.

ꟼ



Discussion of
Comments 10165, 
10166

Feb 26, 2020 Ad Hoc

These are open comment #165 & #166 from Draft 1.0 – C2M: Np/Dp Values



CTLE

Draft 1.1: Pg 232, Ln 45
Comment #10165

Draft 1.1: Pg 232, Ln 45
Comment #10166





Draft 1.1: Pg 232, Ln 45
Comment #10165

Draft 1.1: Pg 232, Ln 45
Comment #10166

Discussion

• Proposed response from Draft 1.0: Don’t change either number

• Begin with Mike Li as commenter, then proceed to queue



Discussion of
Comment 10144

Feb 26, 2020 Ad Hoc

These are open comment #144 from Draft 1.0 – C2M: Far-end ISI



Draft 1.1: Pg 224, Ln 50 Comment #10144

Proposed response from Draft 1.0:  
Leave it as is

Begin discussion with Piers Dawe as 
commenter, then proceed to queue.

Discussion



Discussion of
Comment 10247

Feb 26, 2020 Ad Hoc

These are open comment #247 from Draft 1.0 – Copper Cable Adaptation During Operation



Draft 1.1: Pg 135, Ln 34
Comment #10247





• Proposed response from Draft 1.0: Reject

• Begin with Adee Ran as 
commenter, then proceed 

to queue

Discussion


