IEEE 802.10Qbf Editor's Report
July 2010 Plenary Meeting
San Diego, California, USA

Bob Sultan (bsultan@huawel.com)



802.10QDbf Draft 0.3 Task Group Ballot

Ballot Results

Approve 1
Disapprove 6
Abstain 28
Total 35
Commenters 7

Comments Submitted

Required | Not Required Total

Technical |44 1 45

Editorial 25 7 32

Total 69 8 77




Going Forward

Expect to issue D0.4 or D1.0 in time for
completion of ballot before September

meeting;

The next draft will

— Include clause 17 content and MIBs;
— reflect comments made against D0.3;



Comment Review Plan

Proposed comment resolutions for 802.1Qbf
D0.3 have been uploaded.

Plan to review the following comments:
4-7, 11, 13-18, 20-23, 29-32, 35, 39, 46-47,
53-54, 62, 69, 75

All 'proposed rejected' comments are
Included In this list.

Speak up If you want other comments
flagged for discussion.



Comment Summary

e Clause 17 and MIB should be added:

— PICs needs to be extended for inclusion of
MIB:
e Define SEG-DA, SEG-SA, SEG-VID:;
— reference SEG-ID definition and explain where
needed:;

 Questions about not supporting MIP and
exclusion of Linktrace;

 Clause 6.20 (explanation of IPS Multiplex
Entity) was inadvertently omitted from draft;

Note: The comment summary was not
completed by the time of the comment
review.



