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IEEE P802
Media Independent Handover Services

Tentative Minutes of the IEEE P802.21 Working Group

July 18, 2005

Hyatt Regency, San Francisco, CA, USA

Chair: Ajay Rajkumar
Vice Chair: Michael Glenn Williams

Secretary: Xiaoyu Liu

First Day Meetings: Garden Room; Monday, July 18, 2005

1. Meeting Opening

1.1. Meeting called to order by Ajay Rajkumar at 1:35PM

1.2. Agenda updates (21-05-0282-00-0000-session9_agenda.doc) 

1.2.1. Exchange two lots because one presenter would come late.

1.2.2. Put Eric’s comments and editorial contributions in the agenda.

1.2.3. The agenda was updated and would be uploaded later (21-05-0282-01-0000-session9_agenda.doc). 

1.2.4. Chair: any modification to the agenda? Floor: none.

1.2.5. Chair: any objection to approve the agenda? Floor: none. 

1.2.5.1. Agenda was approved with unanimous consent.

1.3. Chair: How many people participate in IEEE meetings for the first time? Floor: about 10.

1.4. IEEE 802.21 Session #9 Opening Notes (21-05-0283-01-0000-WGsession9_opening_notes.ppt)

1.4.1. Introduction and Network Info

1.4.1.1. External website: http://www.ieee802.org/21
1.4.1.2. On site meeting website: http://10.0.1.21
1.4.1.3. On site alternate website: http://handover/
1.4.1.4. On site web portal: http://ieee802.facetoface-events.com/plenary/attendee
1.4.1.5. No question.

1.4.2. Meeting Logistics were presented

1.4.3. Session time and location were presented.

1.4.4. Voting membership was presented.

1.4.4.1. Q: 802.11 TGu has some links to 802.21. Could you update the membership situation with .11 WG? Ajay: Current members of 802.21 can receive maintenance credit for attending the 802.16 and 802.20 meetings, but not for 802.11 meetings. By reciprocal attendance, you can only maintain the voting membership, but can not gain the membership. 

1.4.5. IEEE 802 rules of order presented – No response

1.4.6. Robert’s rules presented – No response

1.4.7. Registration and media recording policy presented – No response 

1.4.8. Membership & Anti-Trust presented – No response

1.4.9. IEEE-SA Standards Board Bylaws on Patents in Standards were presented – No response

1.4.10. Slide on discussions which are inappropriate was also presented – No response.
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6. Patents

IEEE standards may include the known use of essential patents an d patent 

applications provided the IEEE receives assurance from the paten t holder or 

applicant with respect to patents whose infringement is, or in t he case of patent 

applications, potential future infringement the applicant assert s will be, unavoidable in 

a compliant implementation of either mandatory or optional porti ons of the standard 

[essential patents]. This assurance shall be provided without co ercion and prior to 

approval of the standard (or reaffirmation when a patent or pate nt application 

becomes known after initial approval of the standard). This assu rance shall be a 

letter that is in the form of either: 

a) A general disclaimer to the effect that the patentee will not enforce any of its 

present or future patent(s) whose use would be required to imple ment either 

mandatory or optional portions of the proposed IEEE standard aga inst any person or 

entity complying with the standard; or 

b) A statement that a license for such implementation will be ma de available without 

compensation or under reasonable rates, with reasonable terms an d conditions that 

are demonstrably free of any unfair discrimination. 

This assurance shall apply, at a minimum, from the date of the s tandard's approval to 

the date of the standard's withdrawal and is irrevocable during  that period.

IEEE-SA Standards Board Bylaws on

Patents in Standards

Approved by IEEE-SA Standards Board –March 2003 (Revised December 2004)
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Inappropriate Topics for IEEE WG Meetings

•Don’tdiscuss licensing terms or conditions

•Don’t discuss product pricing, territorial restrictions, or market sha re

•Don’t discuss ongoing litigation or threatened litigation

•Don’t be silent if inappropriate topics are discussed… do formally obj ect.

If you have questions, contact the IEEE -SA Standards Board Patent 

Committee Administrator at  patcom@ieee.orgor visit 

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

This slide set (last three slides) is available at 

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

Approved by IEEE-SA Standards Board –March 2003 (Revised December 2004)


1.4.11. Copyright and IEEE Bylaw Changes were presented – No response

1.4.12. The slide on Letter of Assurance (LoA) was presented. 

1.4.12.1. Alistair Buttar submitted Motorola LoAs to the Chair of IEEE 802.21WG.

1.4.12.2. Reijo Salminen submitted Seesta LoAs to the Chair of IEEE 802.21 WG. 

1.4.13. Aims for the session

1.4.13.1. Review the first draft specifications: MIHS-P802-21-D00-01.

1.4.13.2. Start discussion on comment resolution based on various contributions.

1.4.13.3. Discussion on Layer 2 and Layer 3 transport for MIHS

1.4.13.4. Liaison Update

1.5. Approval of May Interim Meeting Minutes (21-05-0278-00-0000 ~ 21-05-0281-00-0000)

1.5.1. Chair: Any changes to the meeting minutes? Floor: none

1.5.2. Chair: Any objections to approve the meeting minutes? Floor: none

1.5.2.1. Approved with unanimous consent

2. Editor’s Report
2.1. Editor’s Report (21-05-0297-00-0000-Editor_Report.ppt, reported by Vivek Gupta, Technical Editor of IEEE 802.21WG)

2.1.1. Q: The changes of ‘…out of scope’ to ‘may be covered in future revisions of the specification …’ what are the items to be changed? A: Not have them in hand now. Can go back and present it to you.

2.1.2. Q: ‘multiple rendering tools supported’, Visio is supported? A: Yes.

2.2. Chairs of IEEE 802.21WG encouraged the participants to be active and submit contributions to the draft.

3. Process for Contributions

3.1. Chair presented the process for contributions to IEEE 802.21WG (21-05-0313-00-0000-process_for_contributions.ppt)

3.1.1. Comment: About “contribution based on an existing Section number”, page numbers and line numbers should also be referred. Response: Agree. 

3.1.2. Comment: About “inline changes with ‘track changes’ ON?”, we do not have the framework version, so it is difficult for us to ‘track’ the changes. Response: We could have both options: tracking changes and referring to section, page and line numbers.  

3.1.3. Comment: We may also refer to the paragraph and sentence. Response: These could be covered by page and line numbers.

3.1.4. Comment: In the ballot stage, some template spread sheet or tools are useful for comments and resolutions. Response: Take it as an action item to find some commentary tools and provide them to the WG.

3.1.5. Comment: Contributors might expect specific motions to accept their contributions. If several contributions are to the same section, offline harmonization is necessary.

3.1.6. Chair: If a contribution is editorial, the contributor should present it to the WG and then pass it to the Technical Editor; if a contribution is technical, the contributor should present it to the WG and make a motion for the WG to accept it.

3.1.7. Q: What if a contribution has both technical and editorial contents? Chair: The technical and editorial parts should be presented separately because the process to resolve these comments is different.

3.1.8. Comment: We could comment on and track ‘issues’. Response: ‘Issues’ are difficult to define because of language interpretation. Section and line numbers are more precise.

3.2. ACTION ITEM: Chair to find ballot tools and template spreadsheet for comments. 

4. Editorial Comments on IEEE 802.21 Draft P802-21-D00-01

4.1. Comments by Nada Golmie, et al. (21-05-0289-00-0000-Comments_on_802_21_draft_text.doc, presented by Nada Golmie, NIST)

4.1.1. Nada started to present the comments. For this particular contribution, the WG continued to discuss the process.

4.1.1.1. Ajay: Because three presentations would be slotted today, defer the technical comments and do the editorial first.

4.1.1.2. Comment: If the contributions are editorial, they should go directly to the technical editor.  Comment: Editorial comments should also be presented. Comment: Because there might be many editorial contributions, we might have no time to discuss them in details. 

4.1.1.3. Comment: If we send editorial contributions to the technical editor, we should believe a certain contribution is really editorial. Comment: We should be careful whether a contribution is editorial if it is sent to the editor directly. 

4.1.1.4. Ajay: Let’s follow the current process first. If one meeting tells us it does not work, we could change the process. 

4.1.1.5. Comment: How about creating a website to track the issues? Ajay: Let’s table this issue. Go back to it after we find some tracking tools. 

4.1.2. Nada continued to present the editorial comment part in this contribution. 

4.1.3. Motion: Move to take the comments marked as editorial in the presented contribution (289) to be editorial comments.

4.1.3.1. Mover: Nada Golmie

4.1.3.2. Second: David Hunter
4.1.4. Discussions on the motion and related process to resolve editorial contributions

4.1.4.1. Comment: Mailing list would be a good place to discuss the editorial contributions.

4.1.4.2. Vivek: We may not be able to incorporate the changes directly. Nada: It is still too early to phrase the document. The process might be tedious because there are too many issues. Ajay: People may question minor changes by editor without comments associated. This process may take longer time.

4.1.4.3. Vivek: Suggest holding teleconferences to discuss the editorial changes. Nada: Sub-editors might help the group to move faster. 

4.1.4.4. Ajay: Teleconferences would be set up at the end of this session. 

4.2. Comments by Ulises Olvera, et al. (21-05-0301-00-0000-InterDigitalEditorialComments.doc, presented by Ulises Olvera, Interdigital)

4.2.1. Ulises presented the editorial comments. 

4.2.2. Comment: In the Editorial Updates section, ‘e’ bullet is more likely a technical comment, rather than an editorial comment. 

4.2.3. Comment: In the ‘b’ bullet, the word ‘continuous’ should be removed. Comment: For sleep mode devices, removal of that word is appropriate.

4.2.4. Comment: Change ‘access technology’ to ‘access networks’.

4.2.5. Ulises: What’s the next step after I change this editorial contribution with the discussions? Ajay: Change the contribution to a new version with the comments and send it to the technical editor.

4.3. Comments by Peretz Feder, et al (21-05-0285-00-0000-Editorial_Cntrb_Section1-Draft1.doc, 21-05-0286-00-0000-Editorial_Cntrb_Section2-Draft1.doc, 21-05-0287-00-0000-Editorial_Cntrb_Section2-Draft1.doc)

4.3.1. Peretz was supposed to present the editorial comments. Since Peretz did not come, Ajay presented the contributions.

4.3.2. Comment on the doc. 21-05-0286 Reference [9], ‘3GPP TR 43.901 “Feasibility Study on Generic Access to A/Gb Interface.’ Here only one document was listed. We should list other 3GPP documents regarding feasibility. 

4.3.3. Group discussions on these contributions

4.4. Stefano: We need to report to EC that we have internet connection problems. Ajay: Will report that issue after the meeting.    

5. Recess until tomorrow 8:00AM 

5.1. Second day meetings on Tuesday, 8:00AM

6. Attendees

6.1. Attendees (1 or 2 credits towards voting rights today)
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