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These are the minutes of IEEE 802.18 IMT joint meeting in Orlando, March 18 2008.

Tuesday March 18, 2008

19:10

The meeting was called to order

Chairman Mike Lynch, Vice Chair/Secretary Peter Murray
Attendance sign in sheets were distributed. [paper copies of the sheets will be distributed to the group chairs]
 
Proceedings

The information required by the EC was shown:

IEEE CODE OF ETHICS

<http://www.ieee.org/web/membership/ethics/code_ethics.html> 


IEEE-STANDARDS ASSOCIATION (IEEE-SA) AFFILIATION FAQ

<http://standards.ieee.org/faqs/affiliationFAQ.html> 


IEEE-SA ANTITRUST AND COMPETITION POLICY

<http://standards.ieee.org/resources/antitrust-guidelines.pdf> 


IEEE-SA LETTER OF ASSURANCE (LOA) FORM

<http://standards.ieee.org/board/pat/loa.pdf> 


IEEE-SA STANDARDS BOARD PATENT COMMITTEE (PATCOM) INFORMATION

<http://standards.ieee.org/board/pat/index.html> 


IEEE-SA PATENT POLICY

<http://standards.ieee.org/board/pat/pat-slideset.ppt> 


IEEE-SA PATENT FAQ <http://standards.ieee.org/board/pat/faq.pdf> 
Attendees were asked if they had any questions. None heard.

Agenda:
IMT-Advanced Session to be held

Tuesday, 18 March, at 7:00 p.m. EDT. Location is the Caribbean V room.

The Chair gave an overview of the current status of the SG5 and the documents that will be discussed this evening. All documents are all on the 802.18 website.

At the next Plenary there will be joint meetings on Tuesday afternoon in PM 1&2.

The agenda 18-08-0014-00_IMT-Advanced-agenda-March08.ppt is:

1. Review of the results of the January WP5D meeting

  a. Status of the IMT-Advanced requirements and evaluation annexes

  b. Status of the Circular Letter announcement

  c. Preparations for the June WP5D meeting in the UAE

     1) Inputs on what topics? Evaluation? Requirements? Other?

Complete in March or May?

     2) IEEE representation - from which WGs?

2. Way forward for a joint IEEE 802 input on technologies

  a. Can cover both radio and network aspects - radio in ITU-R and

network in ITU-T

  b. Which WGs will participate?

  c. Work method - suggest same as used for previous inputs

  d. Timeline? Completed by November 2008 meeting to allow for

submission first WP5D meeting in 2009?

      Or later and submitted prior to third meeting of 2009? Is a later

or earlier submission best?


1. All the documents are available from the 802.18 meeting documents March 2008 folder on the 802.18 web site.
2. Roger Marks gave a summary C80216-08_008.pdf doc from 802.18 website.
3. Roger stated that this information was his view of the SG5 and WP5D meetings in Geneva.
4. John Notor, editor, gave his overview of the same meeting.
The addendum referred to in circular letter has to be exammined as there may be more requirements to be addressed.
5. The processing document includes a flow chart of the process and it is not clear if this is set or will, can, be altered.
6. Bruce Kraemer spoke about the requirement to achieve concensus in the final presentation. Some of the delay is due to this concensus requirement
7. Annex 4 was not progressed very far at the recent WP5D meeting as there was not agreement for moving forward. More detailed explainations of the numbers in our contribution it was not possible to get consencus. This indicates that we need to view the way we make our contributions to be more effective. Phased contributions rather than waiting for a complete one should be seriously considered.
8. Agenda item 1c was addressed by Roger Marks and commented on the probable contributions.
9. Jose Costa gave an overview of the document #10 input on Annexes 4
10. Doc #11 is addressing sections 5 and 6 of the document. There are changes but mainly editorials that were not made in Geneva due to lack of time.
11. The change marks are shown in two ways. 1: changes to the IEEE input and 2: the changes relating to the original ITU-R document.
12. The Chair asked if there were any representatives from 802.20 at the meeting.No one responded. The Chair indicated that he would contact the Chair of 802.20 directly on attendance at the next WP5D meeting.
13. The Chair moved onto the next agenda items.
14. It is not anticipated that there will be any need for conference calls to progress the document contributionsprior to the next plenary meeting.
15. There is a question as to the actual time line for contributions due to a little ambiguity in the WP5D timeline.
16. The Liaison 80216-07-061.pdf
Liaison statement from 802.16 to 802.18 on the development/coordination of 802 radio interface technology submission(s) to ITU-R for IMT-Advanced contributions to 802.18 

17. IMT-Advanced Meeting presentation ppt:
18. Contribution to 802.18 IMT-Advanced Meeting was given by Bruce Kraemer

19. This document shows many of the requirement details that have some ambiguities that need resolving.

20. Suggested solutions are included in the presentaion whereby 802.18 would take the lead in 
organizing the steps and procedure to go forward in atimely manner to meet the SG5 timeline.

21. Using the steps shown in the document there were questions from the floor addressing the steps.

22. Comments from the floor indicated some concerns about getting IMT-TECH and IMT-EVAL requirements fixed.

23. Bruce said that the need to finalize the circular letter

24. Drafting the Annex 4 and Annex 7 completion is holding up the finalizing of the circular letter.

25. Agreement on the ‘numbers’ in various national bodies inputs and possible alternate ‘number’ agreements is a task that needs to be seriously addressed.

26. A communication with striong arguments towards certain “numbers“should be negotiated asap to allow this circular comletion to go forward.

27. Roger commented on a question about the timeline.

28. The proposed 802.18 Process slide presentation was discussed with questions from the floor.

29. Roger rhetorically questioned the Oct 2009 cut off date. Is there any intent to do this earlier? A need for self-evaluation is required but much of these needs are not yet available. Maybe they will be available but the level of detail is very high and will not be easy to accomplish.

30. John Notor stated that at the end of the January WP5D meeting it was hoped that closure in June was probably possible.

31. A comment from the floor: “we could start with the deadline and work backwards”.

32. Adam Pollard stated that he would be surprised if the time line slipped. He does not think that step 2 will slip. 

33. A suggestion was made that individual companies could make separate contributions to the ITU.

34. Slide three was discussed on the timeline but the conclusion was that there were no inconsistances when the time line is closely examined. 
However more in depth discussions between the contributing working groups preparing their inputs and 802.18 assembling the actual inputs to the ITU, based on the correct ITU documentation templates.

35. A series of questions were raised with respect to the 802.18 proccess. 

36. A summary of these process steps will be documented and distributed later in the week.

37. The meeting closed at 20:55

Attendance: is shown below.

Attendance:

	Name:
	Affilliation:
	Working Group:
	3/18
	Voters
	IEEE ID

	Mike Lynch
	Nortel Networks
	802.18
	X
	X
	473

	Peter Murray
	TMG, Inc./Qualcomm
	802.18
	X
	X
	1787

	Richard Kennedy
	Oaktree/ETS-Lingren
	802.11 L
	
	X
	2605

	Scott Migaldi
	Motorola
	802.16
	X
	
	1072

	Lester Eastwood
	Motorola
	802.16
	X
	
	599

	Al Wieczorek
	Motorola
	802.16 
	X
	
	1331

	Steve Shellhammer
	Qualcomm
	802.19
	
	X
	457

	John Notor
	Cadence
	802.18
	X
	X
	366

	John Barr
	Motorola
	802.15 L
	X
	X
	667

	Ayman Naguib
	Qualcomm
	802.16  
	X
	
	681

	Tom Wasilewski
	Qualcomm
	802.20
	X
	
	2034

	RadhaKrishna Canchi
	Kyocera
	802.20
	X
	
	745

	Steve Crowley
	NTT DoCoMo
	802.16
	X
	
	268

	Remi Chayer
	Group Airtel Telecom
	802.16
	
	
	365

	Scott Migaldi
	Motorola
	802.16
	X
	
	1072

	John Humbert
	Sprint
	802.16
	
	
	834

	Jim Ragsdale
	Ericsson
	802.20
	
	
	998

	Reza Arefi
	Intel
	802.16
	X
	
	2083

	Jim Tomak
	Qualcomm
	802.20
	
	
	857

	Roger Marks
	Nextwave
	802.16
	X
	X
	1640

	Dan Lubar
	Relay Services
	802.11
	X
	X
	3488

	Adam Pollard
	VodaPone
	802.16
	X
	
	4553

	Jonny Dixon
	BT
	802.18
	X
	X
	432

	Frank Whetten
	Boeing
	802.11
	
	
	5448

	Jim Raab
	Oaktree/Dell
	802.18
	
	X
	738

	Jayne Stancavage
	Intel
	802.18
	
	X
	1270

	Scott Probasco
	Nokia
	802.18
	X
	X
	2077

	Christine DiLapi
	Motorola
	802.18
	X
	
	5610

	Yoram Soloman
	TI
	802.18
	
	
	317

	Mark Klerer
	Qualcomm
	802.20
	
	
	

	Bruce Kraemer
	Marvell
	802.11
	X
	
	8

	Darwin Engwer
	Nortell
	802.11
	X
	
	1324

	Roshni Spinivasan
	Intel
	802.16
	
	
	3485

	David Shively
	AT&T
	802.16/20
	X
	
	626

	Mohamed Khairy
	Cairo Univ
	802.16
	X
	
	6009

	Richard Li
	ITRI
	802.16
	X
	
	4406

	Jean-Pierre Balech
	Alcatel-Lucent
	802.16
	X
	
	5985

	Jose Costa
	Nortel
	802.16
	X
	
	341

	Sassan Ahmadi
	Intel
	802.16
	X
	
	3149

	Mathieu Varlet-Andre
	BT
	802.11
	X
	
	5438

	Rob Glassford
	BT
	802.16
	X
	
	3608

	Jose Puthenkulam
	Intel
	802.16
	X
	
	451

	Eldad Zeira
	Interdigital
	802.16
	X
	
	1871

	John Humbert
	Sprint
	802.16
	X
	
	834

	Yasuhiko Inoue
	NTT
	802.11
	X
	
	239

	Kengo Nagata
	NTT
	802.11
	X
	
	5200

	Joseph Bryanlyks
	Telecordia
	802.21
	X
	
	5603

	Dong Xiaolu
	CATR
	802.16
	X
	
	1391

	Chia-Chin Chong
	NTT DoCoMo
	802,16
	X
	
	1192

	Ayman Nagwib
	Qualcomm
	802.16
	X
	
	681

	Jihwan Choi
	Marvell
	802.16
	X
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	802.16
	X
	
	846

	Joerg Schaepperle
	Alcatel-Lucent
	802.16
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