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	CID
	Commenter:
	Clause:
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	Original Date Prepared

	483
	Adachi, Tomoko
	General
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	11 May 2008 


1. COMMENT:  [From Spreadsheet]
"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. "
2. Commenter’s Suggested Remedy (If appropriate):  [From Spreadsheet]
Describe how BSS will cope with interference from overlapping BSSs. 
3. Background, Explanation, Discussion, etc.:

The standard (and thus this amendment), is not the place to provide explanations or usage guidance. The introduction references a document which does provide such an explanation together with pointers to various documents providing additional detail. 
In summary, these descriptioins describe an operating environment in which every car on the road has the potential to serve as a service provider and thus the base for a “BSS”. Imagine with a communications zone of 300 feet how many cars and thus “BSSs” can overlap – a large number. This has been a critical part of the development of the whole set of WAVE standards of which 802.11p represents only the PHY and MAC. The IEEE 1609 set of standards addresses the broader scope of system management and upper layers.
A more specific answer is that the upper layers, most importantly IEEE 1609.4, (multichannel operation) deals with this issue together with the spectrum to be used being a licensed band. As stated in the draft, this is outside the scope of 802.11 and this function/respondibility is assigned to higher layers. This is a system level issue and not a MAC issue (which would be 802.11).
4. Recommended Resolution of the Comment:

Reject this comment with the above explanation given to the commentor.
5. Motion (if technical and/or significant):

(And instructions to the editor.)
Move to: Reject CID483.
Motion by: ____________________Date: _________________
Second:  ______________________

	Approve:
	Disapprove:
	Abstain:
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