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	LB110  Comment Resolution


1. COMMENT:  [From Spreadsheet]  INSERT Original Comment Here:

	553
	Kennedy, Rich 
	General
	 
	 
	TR
	TR
	It appears that in real-world applications that adjacent channel interference will prevent useful operation of an 802.11p network. 
	Based on recent conversations and correspondences with those even more knowledgable than myself, I would need to see some explanation as to how these issues are to be addressed and the shortcomings overcome before voting to approve it.
	Declined
	The judgment of this task group is that  the most effective  solutions (e.g: channel management) to this potential problem are out of the scope of this 11p ammendment.  It is a system level implementation level dealt with during that time

	298
	Adachi, Tomoko
	11
	10
	17
	TR
	TR
	There is no description how the system cope with interference from other overlapping systems. It relates to the reliability of the system and if there is no such mechanism, the system will be unrealistic. 
	Add the channel management mechanism for WAVE.
	Declined
	 The scope of 802.11p is a single channel.  Channel management is outside the scope of TGp.

	526
	<Last Name>, <First Name>
	general
	 
	 
	TR
	TR
	During the San Francisco meeting, a presentation was given that claims experiments show adjacent channel interference is a significant problem when 11p is used in a way similar to the way it is used by IEEE 1609
	Please either explain how 11p can be used in its current form or make appropriate modification to either 11p and/or IEEE 1609 so that 11p can be used
	Declined
	The judgment of this task group is that  the most effective  solutions (e.g: channel management) to this potential problem are out of the scope of this 11p ammendment. 

	532
	Myles, Andrew
	general
	 
	 
	TR
	TR
	During the San Francisco meeting, a ;presentation was given that claims experiments show adjacent channel interference is a significant problem when 11p is used in a way similar to the way it is used by IEEE 1609
	Please either explain how 11p can be used in its current form or make appropriate modification to either 11p and/or IEEE 1609 so that 11p can be used
	Declined
	The judgment of this task group is that  the most effective  solutions (e.g: channel management) to this potential problem are out of the scope of this 11p ammendment. 

	544
	Durand, Roger
	General
	 
	 
	TR
	TR
	Document 07/2133r0 illuminates a systems level coexistence problem relative to adjacent channel interference wherin the transmitters in the adjacent channels are transmitting at different power levels at realistice radio spacings of 2.5 meters or greater
	802.11p WAVE must generate a systems level coexistence study for 802.11p WAVE with itself, from the results of that study 802.11p WAVE must make normative rules so as to address the adjacent channel interference problem. 
	Declined
	The judgment of this task group is that  the most effective  solutions (e.g: channel management) to this potential problem are out of the scope of this 11p ammendment. 


	546
	Kim, Joonsuk
	General
	 
	 
	TR
	TR
	In the July 2007 meeting is was brought up that the TGp proposed amendment may not work in the environment that it is designed for. In presentation IEEE 802.11-07/2133r0 different issues were brought up regarding "two-independent radio model" and interference scenarios in which high speed vehicular communication may not work. There may exist a serious interference problem. TGp WG should seriously look into these potential problems and address them if they exist before proceeding with finalizing the draft.
	As is comment.
	Declined
	The commenter seems to have misinterpreted the presentation results from SF. The intent was to show a performance issue and illustrate some use case that 11p is not compatible with. The judgment of this task group is that  the most effective  solutions (e.g: channel management) to this potential problem are out of the scope of this 11p ammendment. 


2. Background, Explanation, Discussion, etc.:

Covered in comments
3. Recommended Resolution of the Comment:

It is the consensus of TGP that the problems exhibited in 2133r0 have solutions  that are best resolved using methods that out of the scope of 802.11p
4. Motion (if technical and/or significant):

Move to decline comments 553,298,526,532,544,546
Move to xxxxxxxxxxxxxxxxxx     …  .
Motion by: ___Vinuth Rai________________Date: 09/20/2007
Second:  ______________________

	Approve:
	Disapprove:
	Abstain:




































































Abstract


This document resolves six comments related to interference results presented in San Francisco.  It concludes with two motions to accept the proposed resolutions.
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