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1. COMMENT:  [From Spreadsheet]
481: "What is the relation between 1609.4? Is it a must to also refer to 1609.4?"
482: “The multichannel operation is specified in 1609.4. It seems as though such operation is expected also in 802.11p but the core information is missing from the draft. The channel operation should be covered in 802.11p because it is the item in the MAC.” 
2. Commenter’s Suggested Remedy (If appropriate):  [From Spreadsheet]
481: "Clarify"
482: “Specify the channel operation if some changes are intended. Do not stray from the original 802.11 channel operation. Do not mandate control and service channels.” 
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. 
As the commentor quite properly points out, “Do not stray from the original 802.11 channel operation. Do not mandate control and service channels.” Thus we do not do this in 802.11p. All such definitions, management, and implementations are left to the higher layers, most especially 1609.4. It would have been wrong to include this in 802.11 so we did not.
An important point relative to the relationship between 802.11p and the 1609 standards is that at some point there may be alternative higher layer standards developed that use the same 802.11 standard but implement an entirely different channel management plan. For instance, the current 1609 standards were heavily influenced by the North American plans for implementation and other regions, such as Asia or Europe may desire to develop their own upper layer standards. 
Please review the complete document referenced in the Introduction: 11-07-2045-00-000p-Development of DSRC/WAVE Standards.
4. Recommended Resolution of the Comment:

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

(And instructions to the editor.)
Move to: Reject CIDs 481 & 482.
Motion by: ____________________Date: _________________
Second:  ______________________

	Approve:
	Disapprove:
	Abstain:
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Proposed resolution to CIDs  #481 and 482 from LB125.
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