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	LB110  Comment Resolution


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

	ID
	Commenter
	Clause
	Pg
	Ln
	Type
	Comment
	Suggested Remedy
	Comment Resolution

	526
	Roy, Richard
	Annexes I and J
	28
	30
	TR
	The European frequency and channel allocations specified in previous submissions are still missing.
	Add the European channelization and freq1uency allocations to the annexes as proposed in previous submission 11-07-2228-00-000p-regulatory-language-change.doc.
	(Accepted) Table I.2 updated as recommended and corrected with appropriate information.  Emission limits set description added "ITS radio service" per FCC nominclature instead of the suggested wording.  The 5 ITS/WAVE sets decided by the TG are retained.  5 and 40 MHz channels are not specified in the FCC reglations, so thus are not included in Table J.1.  Regulations for Europe and Japan may be added to Tables J.2 and J.3, respectively, in a future ammendment when those regulatory areas have established rules.

	527
	Ecclesine, Peter
	I.1
	28
	41
	E
	Editing instruction is to change United States entry, but changes to Europe are also present. Remove changes to Europe.
	per comment
	Accepted  (Editorial)

	528
	Ecclesine, Peter
	I.2.2
	30
	20
	E
	Table I.4 was changed by 11y to have two US columns, and is not shown properly here.
	per comment
	(Accepted) The missing column is added and the appropriate data entered in the missing column.

	529
	Goodall, David
	I.2.2
	30
	36
	TR
	The centre label for the USA defines the maximum output power with a 6 dBi antenna but the value of 760 below the label is quoted with a 13 dBi antenna, which is contradictory.
	Clarify the maximum output power for the USA.
	(Accepted) For Table I.4, a missing column was added (see Comment 528).  Additional information was added to table entries for clarification.

	530
	Kolze, Thomas
	I.2.3
	30
	40
	TR
	Spectrum mask is too tight for the Class C and D devices, is not justified, and makes it too hard to implement.
	Use same spectrum mask as for the Class A or Class B devices. 
	(Declined) Comment is out of scope.  Informative Annex I reports national regulations that bear on implementation of equipment.  IEEE 802.11 cannot change these regulations.  Change of national spectrum masks must be done within the rule and regulation change process for the country of interest.

	531
	Wang, Qi
	I.2.3
	30
	40
	TR
	Spectrum mask is too tight for the Class C and D devices, hard to implement.
	Use same spectrum mask as for the Class A or Class B devices. 
	(Declined) Out of scope.  See resolution of Comment 530

	532
	Young, Christopher
	I.2.3
	30
	40
	TR
	Spectrum mask is too tight for the Class C and D devices, hard to implement.
	Use same spectrum mask as for the Class A or Class B devices. 
	(Declined) Out of scope.  See resolution of Comment 530

	533
	Kavner, Doug
	Table I.7
	31
	16
	E
	There is no class E defined
	Change to "Class A thru D"
	Accepted  (Editorial)

	534
	Hart, Brian
	I.2.3
	31
	16
	E
	No Class E in table
	Terminate at Class D
	Accepted  (Editorial)

	535
	Caam-Winget, Nancy
	I.2.3
	31
	16
	E
	No Class E in table
	Terminate at Class D
	Accepted  (Editorial)

	536
	Bai , Fan
	I.2.3
	31
	16
	ER
	The caption of Table I.7 seem to be "Class A thru D…", rather than "Class A thru E…" 
	Change it to "Class A thru D" 
	Accepted  (Editorial)


2. Background, Explanation, Discussion, etc.:

Annex I changes are based on IEEE Std 802.11TM-2007 as amended by P802.11k-D9.0, P802.11n-D3.0, P802.11r-D7.0 and P802.11y-D5.0.


Updated Table I.1 per comment 527 and correcting for referenced prior amendments (90.1301-90.1337 added by amendment y-D5.0)

Comment 526 and correcting for referenced prior amendments
Comments 528 and 529 accepted and clarifying language added to table
Comments 530, 531 and 532 rejected as out of scope.
3. Recommended Resolution of the Comment:

See the right column above for the resolutions of the individual comments.
4. Motion (if technical and/or significant):

(And instructions to the editor.)
Move to accept the Recommended Resolutions to these comments and the Recommended changes to P802.11p D3.0 noted above and instruct the editor to make these changes to P802.11p D3.0.
Motion by: ____________________Date: _________________
Second:  ______________________

	Approve:
	Disapprove:
	Abstain:
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Abstract





This document addresses the LB 110 comments submitted for Annex I.  It includes responses to Comments 526 to 536.
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