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Cl1 SC 14 P15 L23

Parsons, Glenn

# R1-1 1

Ericsson AB
Comment Type TR Comment Status X

This was not the intent of my comment |-25. There are complicating implications of making
the git version the authoritative version. The authoritative version of the YANG has to be
part of the standard.

And then this paragraph is about formatting of YANG in PDF. So the authoritative point
should be made in the first paragraph, and also in 5.3.2, 6.5.2, 7.4.2 , 8.5.2

SuggestedRemedy

Reword last sentence of last paragraph:
"In case of any discrepancies, the machine-readable files attached to this standard take
precedence"

Reword previous paragraph to start:
The authoritative machine-readable YANG files are attached to this standard. A copy is
also available for download at the following URL: ...

Proposed Response Response Status O

Cl 5 SC 5.3.2 P47 L4

Parsons, Glenn

# R1-6 1
Ericsson AB
Comment Type TR Comment Status X

This was not the intent of my comment |-25. There are complicating implications of making
the git version the authoritative version. The authoritative version of the YANG has to be
part of the standard.

But this paragraph is unrelated, this is about the discrepancy within the descriptive text and
tables about the module and the actual YANG module. It must be retained. To align with
the formatting issues mentioned in 1.4, it is proposed that the attached version of the
YANG take precedence

SuggestedRemedy
replace deleted paragraph, so that the first paragraph of this clause is:

"In the YANG module definition, should any discrepancy between the text of the description
for individual YANG nodes in the YANG modules of this clause and the corresponding
definition in 5.2 through 5.3 of this clause occur, the definitions in the YANG modules
attached to this standard shall take precedence."

Proposed Response Response Status O

TYPE: TR/technical required ER/editorial required GR/general required T/technical E/editorial G/general Cl 7
RESPONSE STATUS: O/open W/written C/closed U/unsatisfied Z/withdrawn

COMMENT STATUS: D/dispatched Al/accepted R/rejected
SORT ORDER: Clause, Subclause, page, line

Cl 6 SC 6.5.2 P 183 L4

# R1-3 !

Parsons, Glenn Ericsson AB
Comment Type TR Comment Status X

This was not the intent of my comment I-25. There are complicating implications of making
the git version the authoritative version. The authoritative version of the YANG has to be
part of the standard.

But this paragraph is unrelated, this is about the discrepancy within the descriptive text and
tables about the module and the actual YANG module. It must be retained. To align with
the formatting issues mentioned in 1.4, it is proposed that the attached version of the
YANG take precedence

SuggestedRemedy
replace deleted paragraph, so that the first paragraph of this clause is:
"In the YANG module definition, should any discrepancy between the text of the description
for individual YANG nodes in the YANG modules of this clause and the corresponding

definition in 6.2 through 6.5 of this clause occur, the definitions in the YANG modules
attached to this standard shall take precedence."

Proposed Response Response Status O

Cl 7 SC 7.4.2 P 215 L1
Parkholm, UIf Telefon AB LM Ericsson

Comment Type E Comment Status X
Orientation of page is incorrect

# R1-7 i

SuggestedRemedy
Change orientation of page to standing

Proposed Response Response Status O
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Cl 7 SC 7.4.2 P 215 L4 # R1-4 1
Parsons, Glenn Ericsson AB
Comment Type TR Comment Status X

This was not the intent of my comment |-25. There are complicating implications of making
the git version the authoritative version. The authoritative version of the YANG has to be
part of the standard.

But this paragraph is unrelated, this is about the discrepancy within the descriptive text and
tables about the module and the actual YANG module. It must be retained. To align with
the formatting issues mentioned in 1.4, it is proposed that the attached version of the
YANG take precedence

SuggestedRemedy
replace deleted paragraph, so that the first paragraph of this clause is:

"In the YANG module definition, should any discrepancy between the text of the description
for individual YANG nodes in the YANG modules of this clause and the corresponding
definition in 7.2 through 7.4 of this clause occur, the definitions in the YANG modules
attached to this standard shall take precedence."

Proposed Response Response Status O

Cl 8 SC 85.2 P 266 L4 # R1-5 I
Parsons, Glenn Ericsson AB

Comment Type TR Comment Status X

This was not the intent of my comment 1-25. There are complicating implications of making
the git version the authoritative version. The authoritative version of the YANG has to be
part of the standard.

But this paragraph is unrelated, this is about the discrepancy within the descriptive text and
tables about the module and the actual YANG module. It must be retained. To align with
the formatting issues mentioned in 1.4, it is proposed that the attached version of the
YANG take precedence

SuggestedRemedy
replace deleted paragraph, so that the first paragraph of this clause is:

"In the YANG module definition, should any discrepancy between the text of the description
for individual YANG nodes in the YANG modules of this clause and the corresponding
definition in 8.2 through 8.5 of this clause occur, the definitions in the YANG modules
attached to this standard shall take precedence."

Proposed Response Response Status O

TYPE: TR/technical required ER/editorial required GR/general required T/technical E/editorial G/general
COMMENT STATUS: D/dispatched A/accepted R/rejected RESPONSE STATUS: O/open W/written C/closed U/unsatisfied Z/withdrawn
SORT ORDER: Clause, Subclause, page, line

Cl 8
SC 8.5.2
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