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Matt Brown Chief Editor, 120G (C2C), 120G (C2M), legacy clauses
Arthur Marris Clauses 30/45/73, other legacy clauses

Howard Heck Clause 162 (CR), Annex 93A

Chris Diminico Clause 162 (CR) cable assembly subclauses/annexes

Phil Sun Clause 163 (KR)

Mark Gustlin Clauses 91, 161 (FEC)

Jeff Slavick Advisor and reviewer for logic clauses/annexes

Mike Dudek Advisor and reviewer for CR/KR/AUI clauses/annexes

Adee Ran Advisor and reviewer for CR/KR/AUI clauses/annexes
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Special Recognition

Thanks to the following for their review of D1.2 prior to publishing:
o« Mau-Lin Wu



Activities since March 2020 meeting(s)

« Third Task Force review (D1.2)
> Opened on 14 May 2020
> Closed on 13 June 2020
« 300 comments from 22 reviewers
> 265 new comments
> 35 re-submitted D1.1 comments
> 27 comments withdrawn so far
«» Proposed responses prepared by editors and posted <date TBD>



Comment Summary by Clause/Annex for D1.2

Comment Distribution by Clause/Annex
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Clause/Annex

E/ER = editorial, T/TR = technical
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Comment Summary by Draft

Comment History
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Objectives for this meeting set

% Respond to comments against Draft 1.2.
*» Generate Draft 1.3 for the third Task Force review.



Draft 1.1 Status
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Dozens of TBD to complete

Big ticket items

>

Vv Y VY

ERL values

C2M TPO, TP4, TP4a

CA values

?TP0a measurement method (120F/163)?

[presentation already listing TBDs]



Comments to address

300 comment to address

24 hours total meeting time available
> around 22 hours available for addressing comments

for Draft 1.1, pace was around 10 minutes per comment

27 comments withdrawn so far

will put around 73+ comments in the initial bucket

200 comments remaining

this means we need pace of 6.6 minutes per comment on average
we need to do better

what are we going to differently?

> better preparation using consensus slides

> find resolutions for comments in groups, write up responses offline
> more use of bucket

> limit time per comment; limit creating responses on the fly



