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Summary of handling of LAST CALL comments to Draft Recommendation Y.4500.4 (ex. Y.oneM2M.SLCP)
1. Comments Submitted by RIPE NCC 
The table below summarizes how the comments from RIPE NCC has been reflected to Draft Recommendation Y.4500.4.

	#
	Comments
	Handling proposed by editor

	1
	2:

During review of the final document, it was noticed that this document refers to IETF standards document RFC 4234 "Augmented BNF for Syntax Specifications: ABNF" (Oct 2005). Since then, this standard has been obsoleted by a new revision published in January 2008 as RFC 5234 and further recognised as Internet Standard (STD) 68. One of the primary rationale given for this revision was that it contains a number of smaller updates based on operational experience with implementation of the 2015. As such, we fear that Recommendation Y.4500.4 could suffer from similar operational issues stemming from implementation of RFC 4234 that caused the Internet Engineering Task Force to seek improvements and issue a revised standard. We would like to ask the authors/editors of recommendation Y.4500.4 to confirm that implementation of RFC 4234 is not expected to lead to any operational impact as was observed by other implementations or preferably consider updating the recommendation to implement and refer to RFC 5234/STD 68 and avoid such risks.
	(need update) Comment 1-7 were accepted and reflected.
Explanation for comment 8: Acronyms are included in clause 3.3. 


2. Comments Submitted by RTFM LLP 

The table below summarizes how the observations from RTFM LLP has been reflected to Draft Recommendation Y.4500.4.

	#
	Comments
	Handling proposed by editor

	1
	2:
The proposed recommendation contains several confusing/misleading/inaccurate references to a number of Internet standards documents (RFCs) produced by the IETF which have either been updated or obsoleted. It is not clear if this document refers solely to the original (and perhaps out of date) RFCs or if any of the subsequent changes made by the IETF are in or out of scope or are relevant/irrelelvant to the proposed recommendation. It very disappointing and surprising that ITU-T seems willing to publish a recommendation that contains misleading, out of date or incorrect references to standards documents produced by another SDO.

This proposed recommendation contains references with the following errors:

RFC3986 - updated by RFC6874, RFC7320

RFC2045 - updated by RFC2184, RFC2231, RFC5335, RFC6532

RFC3588 - updated by RFC5729, RFC5719, RFC6408

RFC6733 - updated by RFC7075

RFC7259 - obsoleted by RFC8259

RFC4234 - obsoleted by RFC5234

BCP47 (a Best Common Practice) references RFC4646 which is updated by RFC5646
	(need update) Comments including reference issue, the terms in clause 3.1 and 3.2, etc. were accepted and reflected. Other comments were well received and explained on the comment resolution meeting. 


