"In the view of 802.11, protection of primary DSRC users is the new problem to be resolved in this proceeding.  As the transportation industry has evolved its vision of ITS, the underlying DSRC technology has been evolving. The candidate DSRC technology is the 802.11p amendment which has been incorporated into IEEE 802.11-2012, a technology that is part of the 802.11 family and largely compatible therewith.   The current membership of 802.11 includes many engineers from companies that participated in and supported the development of the 802.11p amendment as well as supporting developments in the other 802.11 working groups.  Clearly, much of the industry is actively supporting both commercial 802.11 as well as DSRC technologies.  While 802.11 appreciates that the FCC has created rules especially targeted to DSRC and its primary goal of providing for safety of life and property in the transportation sector,  we strongly prefer a set of FCC rules that will allow both sets of technologies to coexist and to flourish.  As the Notice states, DSRC is itself an evolving technology designed to improve safety in situations involving mobile elements of the transportation sector.
  In particular, the Notice states that V2V and V2I DSRC communications can save lives and that these implementations need secure, dependable wireless communications with low latency to perform their intended function.  802.11 
appreciates and notes that DSRC transmitters onboard vehicles are licensed by rule, and are therefore primary, and that infrastructure transmissions are licensed by the FCC and also have primary status in the band. 802.11 understands the question posed by this proceeding to be whether mechanisms can be put in place that will allow U-NII devices to operate in spectrum shared with DSRC devices without causing harmful interference to DSRC operations.

Based on past experience in advising the FCC on sharing technologies, 802.11 is of the view that the cycle of written comments and reply comments will not resolve whether a sharing case exists, much less whether a particular sharing mechanism can be proven to work to the satisfaction of stakeholders.
  Sharing is technically complex, and those designing sharing technologies need to deeply understand what is being asked of the technology.  
It is important to note that the DSRC standards (IEEE 802.11 and IEEE 1609.x) were not designed with sharing of the DSRC band with commercial 802.11 products in mind. 
Nevertheless, there is some reason to think that a sharing concept can be created and tested.  As noted previously, there are companies in the 802.11 community, including silicon vendors, who would like both technologies to succeed, and have interest in offering solutions for the implementation of DSRC in the automotive and personal device market. Because the two technologies are part of a common standards family, and DSRC technology is based on an amendment to the base IEEE 802.11 specification, both commercial 802.11 and DSRC have a common base.  Since both are IEEE 802.11 based technologies, we believe that there is a way forward to address the concerns of the ITS community about potential interference to their system from commercial 802.11 devices. 


802.11 therefore recommends that stakeholders from both the ITS community and the 802.11 community hold a series of meetings to exchange information on respective requirements, discuss possible mitigation solutions prepared by the technical experts from 802.11 and ITS communities, and come to an agreement on a mutually acceptable solution for testing/implementation. The follow-on step may involve development and testing of prototypes in a DRSC test bed to ensure the solution works not just in the lab, but in situ, and that it is acceptable for full implementation.  If brought to fruition, then industry participants would need to work closely with FCC and other government agencies to update rules and procedures where appropriate, and to develop certification rules that unlicensed devices will use to gain FCC approval, including potentially additional tests to ensure the certification rules operate as intended.  In summary, 802.11 recognizes its role in standardizing appropriate aspects of whatever solution is developed by all the stakeholders in the ITS community including 802.11 itself, and 
we recommend that the above outlined process be initiated at the earliest possible time."
� Notice at ¶ 101.





�My comment yesterday eliminated this clause. I don’t want 802.11 to say they are overseeing DSRC. It gives an 802.11 statement the appearance of industry consensus.


�You will get objection that the Notice doesn’t state this. This may not be the place to insert this language.  





Similar comment  applies to your edits to the next sentence. The NPRM doesn’t describe any scenarios. The relevant NPRM text (para 93) is: “DSRC is a two-way short- to- medium-range wireless communications capability that permits very high data transmission critical in communications-based active safety applications.111 DSRC which involves vehicle-to-vehicle (V2V) and vehicle-to-infrastructure (V2I) communications can save lives by warning drivers of an impending dangerous condition or event in time to take corrective or evasive actions. Vehicle safety applications that use V2V and V2I communications need secure, wireless interface dependability in extreme weather conditions, and short time delays; all of which are facilitated by DSRC.”


�


�At the start of this PM2 session they decided it is a waste of time to change “802.11” to “802.11 WG” because 802.18 will change it further anyway.  May want to omit these changes to avoid giving them something to object to (also applies to other changes you have made). I would just leave it as “802.11” everywhere.


�This changes the original meaning a bit, I think. I believe the intent was to recognize that 802.11 has a role standardizing aspects of the solution. I think that’s missing in this revision.  As a reminder, my proposed modification for this sentence was: “802.11 recognizes its role in standardizing aspects of the solution, as appropriate, and encourages participation from stakeholders in the ITS community.”





