802.23 PAR Comments

5.2 Scope

The scope it states that the standard “supports compliance within IEEE 802 to applicable civil authority requirements for citizen-to-authority emergency services packet data communications.”  It seems that the standard should do more than “support” compliance but should “provide” compliance.  Hence I think the sentence should be rewritten to read “This standard defines a mechanism that provides compliance within IEEE 802 to applicable civil authority requirements for citizen-to-authority emergency services packet data communications.”
Similarly in the next sentence it states “Specifically, it supports the need for consistent data that is required for citizen-to-authority emergency services packet data encoded session initiation requests.”  I believe that this should read “Specifically, it provides for consistent data that is required for citizen-to-authority emergency services packet data encoded session initiation requests.”

Question: Since the PAR covers citizen-to-authority should it also include authority-to-citizen, so that the standard is a complete solution?  Is there a reason this was left out of the PAR?

Question: How do we make sure that regulatory requirements that have been considered in the solutions being developed elsewhere are also considered in this PAR?

5.4 Purpose

The purpose states “The purpose of this standard is to support compliance to civil authority requirements complementary to IETF ECRIT specifications for citizen to authority emergency services functionality.”  I believe that the standard should also be complementary to (a) the 3GPP/3GPP2 IMS specifications for citizen to authority emergency services functionality and (b) the OMA SUPL specifications for location support for citizen to authority emergency services since this would provide a significantly wider level of applicability.  I recommend that the first sentence in the purpose be rewritten to read “The purpose of this standard is to provide compliance to civil authority requirements complementary to IETF ECRIT, 3GPP/3GPP2 IMS and OMA SUPL specifications for citizen-to-authority emergency services functionality.” 

7.2c Harmonization

Please add 3GPP, 3GPP2 and OMA LOC as interested organizations

8.1 Additional Explanatory Notes (Item Number and Explanation)
I recommend to change the final sentence to read: "This 802 effort will work with ECRIT to develop a complete solution and will liaise with 3GPP, 3GPP2 and OMA LOC to ensure that the solution can be used for Local and Metropolitan Area Network access to 3GPP and 3GPP2 conforming networks".
