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	LB80  Comment Resolution

	CID
	Commenter:
	Clause:
	Addressed By:
	Original Date Prepared

	39
	Aboba
	7.1.3.3.3
	Doug Kavner
	3/9/06


1. COMMENT:  No mechanism is specified for preventing, detecting or correcting MAC address collisions.
2. Commenter’s Suggested Remedy:  Add a reference to RFC 1750. Specify how stations claim and defend MAC addresses.
3. Background, Explanation, Discussion, etc.:
It is not feasible to use RFC 1750 due to the highly transient nature of WAVE. A station could regenerate its own MAC address upon detecting a conflict, but this would enable an easy denial of service attack by a station that merely broadcasts frames with a TA of stations being attacked.  Studies show less than 50 short-term MAC address collisions per year within the United States under full deployment and the probability of one of these leading to a vehicle safety hazard is incredibly remote.
4. Recommended Resolution of the Comment:
Add to the end of 7.1.3.3.3: “To guard against a denial of service attack, no duplicate MAC address detection or resolution mechanisim is used.”
5. Motion (if technical and/or significant):
(And instructions to the editor.)
Move to xxxxxxxxxxxxxxxxxx     …  .
Motion by: ____________________
Second:  ______________________
	Approve:
	Disapprove:
	Abstain:
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	LB80  Comment Resolution

	CID
	Commenter:
	Clause:
	Addressed By:
	Original Date Prepared

	41
	Jokela
	5.2.7
	Doug Kavner
	3/9/06


6. COMMENT:  It is mentioned that Beacon frames are not used in WBSS. First comment is that what is the motivation to not to use one of the most fundamental frames in 802.11 system? Other comment is that is it not allowed to send Beacons at all while operating in WBSS mode. Same comments applies to Probe Request/Probe Response.
7. Commenter’s Suggested Remedy:  Please clarify what is the reason not to use Beacon/Probe Request/Probe Response frames. If usage of these frames are not allowed in WBSS then I assume there are numerous places in the draft where this shall be highlighted.
8. Background, Explanation, Discussion, etc.:

Beacons are not allowed in WAVE mode.  A beacon has many mandatory fields that are not needed by WAVE causing needless overhead.  WAVE also needs a data element greater than 255 bytes due to a security wrapper, and this is not supported in the current 802.11 beacon format.  The WAVE announcement frame serves the same general purpose as a beacon, adapted to WAVE.  It is possible to rename the frame to “WAVE beacon”, but this would likely cause too much confusion.
9. Recommended Resolution of the Comment:

Agree that there are other sections in which the lack of beacons should be highlighted.  Need to identify those sections and correct as needed.
10. Motion (if technical and/or significant):

(And instructions to the editor.)
Move to xxxxxxxxxxxxxxxxxx     …  .
Motion by: ____________________
Second:  ______________________

	Approve:
	Disapprove:
	Abstain:
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	LB80  Comment Resolution

	CID
	Commenter:
	Clause:
	Addressed By:
	Original Date Prepared

	94
	Tokubo
	All
	Doug Kavner
	3/9/06


11. COMMENT:  See many inconsistencies and issues that TGp will cause to the 802.11 spec in its current form.
12. Commenter’s Suggested Remedy:  Become your own 802 WG and make your own specification (based off of 802.11 PHY/MAC). This will eliminate the need to "fit" WAVE/TGp into the 802.11 specification without "breaking" the standard.
13. Background, Explanation, Discussion, etc.:

This does not seem to be a problem for the chip makers.  While the MAC does have some differences from base 802.11, the PHY is nearly identical justifying 802.11p being an 802.11 amendment.  Other Task Groups have made more significant changes and extensions to the MAC, and those need to operate in the same band as previous versions, unlike WAVE.
14. Recommended Resolution of the Comment:

Make clearer that 11p is only for the 5.9 GHz band (regulatory domain dependent).
15. Motion (if technical and/or significant):

(And instructions to the editor.)
Move to xxxxxxxxxxxxxxxxxx     …  .
Motion by: ____________________
Second:  ______________________

	Approve:
	Disapprove:
	Abstain:
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Abstract


This document describes proposed resolutions to several comments from Letter Ballot 80 on IEEE 802.11p Draft 1.0.
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