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1. COMMENT: 
a. (1805, 1949) 

“Transmit Specifications” should be lower case.
b.
(1328)


 First sentence reads poorly.
c.
(94,1327)

"on a regional or national level" should be "within a
 regulatory domain".

d. (425, 2074, 1090, 1569, 1669)

This clause refers to specific operation in the US. 
The present standard has this information in Annexes 
I and J.
The way this clause stands is confusing. Recommend moving the content into Annex I accordingly, since Annex I is referred to elsewhere in the document. It makes no sense to make references to Annex I, yet it’s incomplete from a WAVE perspective. If this is not followed all referrences to Annex I should be removed.

The way this clause stands is confusing. Recommend moving the content into Annex I accordingly, since Annex I is referred to elsewhere in the document. It makes no sense to make references to Annex I, yet it’s incomplete from a WAVE perspective. If this is not followed all referrences to Annex I should be removed.

The way this clause stands is confusing. Recommend moving the content into Annex I accordingly, since Annex I is referred to elsewhere in the document. It makes no sense to make references to Annex I, yet it’s incomplete from a WAVE perspective. If this is not followed all referrences to Annex I should be removed.

The way this clause stands is confusing. Recommend moving the content into Annex I accordingly, since Annex I is referred to elsewhere in the document. It makes no sense to make references to Annex I, yet it’s incomplete from a WAVE perspective. If this is not followed all referrences to Annex I should be removed.
e.
(521, 1329)

Some of the North American specificatons are included in main 
body, while the rest is in Annex P.

Is it "North America or USA or USA/Canada" ?
f.
(881, 1196, 1211, 1172)

It is noted that portable stations are limited to 0 dBm.  Is this EIRP 
or antenna input power level?

It is noted that portable stations are limited to 0 dBm. Is this EIRP or conducted (to antenna feed) power level?
It is noted that portable stations are limited to 0 dBm. Is this EIRP or conducted (to antenna feed) power level?

A new term "portable" is used without any definition.
g.
(983)

          The first paragraph and Table p8 belong here, while the
second paragraph and Tables p9 and p10 belong in Annex I, the 
informative pointers to regulations.


h. (1806, 1940, 1807, 1941)

The column headings in table p8 should be in a serif font.
The column headings in table p8 should be in a serif font.

Only the first word of column headings should be capitalized.

Only the first word of column headings should be capitalized.


i.
(370, 999, 1293)
It is noted that portable stations are limited to 0 dBm. Is this EIRP or antenna input power level?
Station power for Class A devices is too low to be useful.
Power limits for class A & B are too restrictive
j. (96, 1330)

In columns 2 & 3 of p8, add note that values are Peak Average Power.

In columns 2 & 3 of p8, add note that values are Peak Average Power.
k.
(95)


Class D does not mandate additional power.
2. Suggested Remedy (If appropriate):
a. Change to “PMD transmit specifications”.
b. Combine first two sentences to read as “WAVE defines four classes in Table P8 with maximum…”

c. Correct

d. Move the information in this clause to Annexes I and J including
Tables p8, p9 and p10.  (If contents are not moved, the information in Annexes I and J should be updated in any case.)  Follow Clause 17.3.9.1 for content and style.
Rework and update per comment.

Rework and update per comment.

Rework and update per comment.
Rework and update per comment.

e. Unified policy may be desirable
              Change appropriately
f.              Clarify


 Clarify






 Carify






 Replace "portable" with one of the previously defined station types
 such as MS/OBU.
g. Move the second paragraph, and Tables p9 and p10 to Annex I and 
renumber accordingly
h. Change the font.

Change the font.
Change to “Station power class” and “Maximum station output power, dBm”.

Change to “Station power class” and “Maximum station output power, dBm”.
i. Clarify

Eliminate this class, or increase the power level to 17dBm.

Allow up to 17 dBm for class A and B with less than 3 dB antenna gain (do away with class B, 20 dB EIRP).

j.
     Clarify.  Same for p9 & p10.
Clarify.  Same for p9 & p10.
k.

Change "require" to "include".

3. Background, Explanation, Discussion, etc.:
Subclause 20.3.9.1 was written to describe the four classes of WAVE stations.   It referenced a prior release of 802.11-REVma.  The tables and classes define power levels specific to 

U.S. standards approved by the FCC.  With the recent release of prior to the release of 802.11-REVma-D5.2, it has now been determined that this information should be relocated to Annexes I and J.
4. Recommended Resolution of the Comment:
Recommendations from the commentors include modification to titles, text, and tables and that any discussion in this subclause only directly relates to operations in the United  States.  Therefore, it is the recommendation of the author that all of this information (paragraphs 1 and Table p8) be appropriately hosted in Annexes I and J.  In addition, supportive information in the form of FCC references should be included in Tables I.1 – 3.  Table p8 should be incorporated into Table J.1.  Details are provided herein.
5.
Motions 
Move to provide the following modifications to 802.11p, Draft 1:

· Add an Annex I, and within this annex state:

· In “Table I.1 -  Regulatory requirement list” for the “United States” include the following documents after “Section 90.1201-90.1217” Section 90.371-383, Section 95.639, Section 95.1501-1511

· In Table I.2 – Emissions limits set:

“Emission limits set”:
6  WAVE Mode Class A

“USA”

– FCC CFR 47, Sections 90.375, 90.377;



    FCC CFR 47, Sections 95.1511, 95.639
“Europe”  
    Reserved

“Japan”
    Reserved

“Emission limits set”: 7  WAVE Mode Class B
“USA” 
– FCC CFR47, Sections 90.375, 90.377 and      95.1511

“Europe”  
    Reserved

“Japan”
    Reserved

“Emission limits set”: 8  WAVE Mode Class C

“USA” 
– FCC CFR47, Sections 90.375, 90.377 and      95.1511

“Europe”  
    Reserved

“Japan”
    Reserved

“Emission limits set”: 9  WAVE Mode Class D
“USA” 
– FCC CFR47, Sections 90.375, 90.377 and      95.1511

“Europe”  
    Reserved

“Japan”
    Reserved

“Emission limits set”:  10-255

“USA”

     Reserved

“Europe”  
    Reserved

“Japan”
    Reserved

· In Table I.3 – Behavior limits sets:

“Behavior limits set”:
10  Wave Mode  RSU/OBU

“USA”
  :
FCC CFR47 Sections 90.375, 



90.377, 90.379, 90.383, 95.1511

“Europe”

Reserved

“Japan”

Reserved

“Behavior limits set”:
11-255

“USA”
Reserved

“Europe”
Reserved

“Japan”
Reserved

Motion by: ___Robert Soranno___
Second:  ______________________

	Approve:
	Disapprove:
	Abstain:


Move to provide the following modifications to 802.11p, Draft 1: 

· Add to 802.11p Subclause “I.2.2 Transmit power levels” to include the following sentences at the end of the first paragraph, following “in Table I.7”:

The maximum output power by station class for WAVE mode operations within the United States is prescribed by FCC CFR47 90.375 and EIRP in 90.377.  Table 1.7a summarizes these requirements.
· Add Table 1.7a – WAVE station classes and transmit power levels (insert Table p8 as written).

Motion by: ___Robert Soranno___
Second:  ______________________

	Approve:
	Disapprove:
	Abstain:


Move to eliminate in  802.11p Subclause 20.3.9.1 all text preceding Table p8 and Table p8, and to add the statement from 17.3.9.1 “The maximum allowable transmit power by regulatory domain is defined in Annex I”. 
Motion by: ___Robert Soranno___
Second:  ______________________

	Approve:
	Disapprove:
	Abstain:


Motion to provide the following resolutions to the comments identified in Item 1 above:

a.
Comments:

Accept






Proposed Resolution:
Reject



Reason:

Subclause eliminated
b.
Comment:

Accept







Proposed Resolution:
Reject




Reason:

Subclause eliminated


c.
Comments:

Accept



Proposed Resolution:
Accept with modifications



Reason:

Subclause emiminated

d. Comments:

Accept

Proposed Resolution:
Accept

Reason:

Modifications made

e.
Comments:

Accept


Proposed Resolution:
Accept


Reason:

Modification made

f.
Comments:

Accept


Proposed Resolution:
Accept (881, 1196, 1211, 1172)


Reason:

Defined as Class A station and elaborated upon in 





revisions to Subclause I of 802.11-REVma




g.
Comment:

Accept in part




Proposed Resolution:
Accept




Reason:

All of 20.3.9.1 has been relocated to Subclause I of 







802.11-REVma



h.
Comments:

Accept



Proposed Resolution:
Reject




Reason:

Subclause eliminated



i.
Comments:

Reject




Proposed Resolution:
Reject




Reason:

Station classes defined in FCC 47CFR Part 90.375

 for U.S. operations.  We cannot make up our own 
for this country.

j.
Comments:

Reject


Proposed Resolution:
Reject


Reason:

“Peak Average Power” is not accepted terminology 




and does not apply to the station classes as 




described in FCC 47CFR Part 90.375

k.
Comment:

Reject

Proposed Resolution:
Reject


Reason:

Subclause 20.3.9.1 removed from 802.11p. 




 Footnote “a” reiterated from wording provided in ASTM 




E2213-03 and accepted by FCC per 47CFR Part 90.375

Motion by: ___Robert Soranno___
Second:  ______________________
	Approve:
	Disapprove:
	Abstain:
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Abstract


Multiple technical comments to LB81 recommend the relocation of text in subclause 20.3.9.1 to Annex I of 802.11-REVma-D5.2.  This document sites both the specific comments and proposed resolutions and provides recommended modifications to the appropriate sections of the parent document.
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