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IEEE P802
Media Independent Handover Services

Tentative Minutes of the IEEE P802.21 Working Group

September 19, 2005

Hyatt Regency Orange County, Garden Grove, CA, USA

Chair: Ajay Rajkumar
Vice Chair: Michael Glenn Williams

Secretary: Xiaoyu Liu

First Day Meetings: Harbor Room; Monday, September 19, 2005

1. Meeting Opening

1.1. Meeting called to order by Ajay Rajkumar at 1:40PM

1.2. Chair: How many people participate in IEEE meetings for the first time? Floor: 5.

1.3. Agenda updates (21-05-0355-01-0000-session10_agenda.doc) 

1.3.1. Comment: 802.11u scheduled .21 related issues on Wednesday 4:00PM. Suggest making the schedule for .21 members to attend .11u meetings. Chair: Discuss it offline and update the agenda later.

1.3.2. Comment: Present 3GPP liaison package first. Chair: Ok. Change the order of 3GPP liaison package and editor’s report. Move the 3GPP liaison package update before editor’s status report. 

1.3.3. Comment: Two different things about the 3GPP package: update on 3GPP requirement Ad Hoc and a liaison package. Chair: Both would be covered under that item. 

1.3.4. Comment: Move the 2nd item on Wednesday morning to Tuesday morning. It is related to the communication model discussions. Chair: ok.

1.3.5. Comment: Move the IS reference model discussion to Tuesday morning and combine it with the discussions on communication model and section 5 architecture. Chair: ok. 

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

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

1.3.7.1. Agenda was approved with unanimous consent.

1.4. IEEE 802.21 Session #10 Opening Notes (21-05-0356-00-0000-WGsession10_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. Meeting website: http://10.0.1.21
1.4.1.3. Alternate website: http://handover/
1.4.1.4. No question.

1.4.2. Attendance and voting membership were presented.

1.4.3. IEEE 802 rules of order presented – No response

1.4.4. Robert’s rules presented – No response

1.4.5. Miscellaneous Meeting Logistics were presented

1.4.5.1. Chair encouraged participants to attend the Wireless Standing Committee Architecture sub-group meetings on Monday and Tuesday 7:00-9:00PM.

1.4.6. Registration and media recording policy presented – No response 

1.4.7. Membership & Anti-Trust presented – No response

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

1.4.9. Slide on discussions which are inappropriate was also presented – No response.


[image: image3.wmf]July 2005

Ajay Rajkumar, Chair, 802.21

Slide 

12

21

-

05

-

0356

-

00

-

0000

-

WGsession10_opening_notes.ppt

Submission

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’t

d

iscuss 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.org

or 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)


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

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

1.4.11.1. Chair: Is there any LoA presented to the chair? Floor: no response 

1.4.12. Aims for the session

1.4.12.1. Review the draft specifications: P802-21-D00-02.

1.4.12.2. Comment resolution

1.4.12.3. Discussion on Information Elements for IS

1.4.12.4. Liaison Update

1.4.13. Eric: LoA is addressed to the contributors? Chair: It is primarily from the companies towards the standard.

1.5. Approval of July Plenary Meeting Minutes (21-05-0331 ~ 21-05-0334)

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

1.6. Approval of Minutes of Ad Hoc Teleconferences between July plenary and September interim meetings

1.6.1. Chair: Any changes to the minutes? Floor: none

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

1.6.2.1. Approved with unanimous consent

2. Reports on Requirement Ad Hoc

2.1. 3GPP Requirement Ad Hoc Report (21-05-0300-09-0000-AdHoc3GPPLiasionMeetingReport.ppt, presented by Ulises Olvera-Hernández, Interdigital)

2.1.1. Ulises reported the status of 3GPP Requirements Ad Hoc (21-05-0300-09-0000-AdHoc3GPPLiasionMeetingReport.ppt).

2.1.2. Ulises presented 3GPP liaison package: 21-05-0300-10-0000-AdHoc3GPPLiasionPackage.ppt.

2.1.3. Comment: Slide 5, remove the word ‘only’. That’s a strong word and we are not sure about that. Response: It was discussed in the teleconferences. The intention was to convince others of the value of .21.  We could remove it if some people are not comfortable about it. 

2.1.4. Comment: Currently, .21 does not support CS voice handover.

2.1.5. Comment: .21 is looking at packets to packets handovers. Not sure about its value if we want to push it to VCC. Response: We should not preclude the usage of VCC. .21 may provide the values to voice over IP. 

2.1.6. Comment: In the liaison package, just say what .21 has done, not say what .21 wants to do.

2.1.7. Subir: Does the scope of the current PAR explicitly mention that it is only for IP to IP? Ajay: PAR is a broad statement. It does not presuppose the solution. CS-PS call requires protocols and signaling that we are not going to address.

2.1.8. Ajay: The services that .21 defined could be used by VCC. It is up to the VCC that whether or not these services are used. We do not preclude VCC or any other users to use this standard.

2.1.9. Comment: We are not specific about any of those aspects regarding CS or PS. Leave it open and let 3GPP to make decision how to use .21.

2.1.10. Comment: ‘802.21 is … the standard’ gives the impression that .21 has finished. We should say ‘802.21 WG is working towards a standard’ or something like that.

2.1.11. Comment: Slide 7, ‘cross-layer function’ may be better than ‘cross-layer entity’. 

2.1.12. Comment: Slide 8, bullet 2 ‘… facilitate the network information …’ it seems that .21 facilitate to acquire the information on the same technology. The network information should be of several technologies. Response: Would reword it.  

2.1.13. Comment: Slide 10, the MIH Network entity looks like a dedicated entity. It implies that the existing 3GPP network has to work with 802 interfaces. We should let 3GPP decide where MIH resides. Because 3GPP products are already there, we should not damage anything existing and request 3GPP to modify existing systems to incorporate MIH. Response: We are not presupposing where MIH resides. The 3GPP network boundary in slide 10 could be anywhere in the 3GPP networks. 

2.1.14. Comment: Slide 11 is better than slide 10. Slide 10 has an additional transport entity that is confusing. Both slides should be consistent. 

2.1.15. Comment: Slide 10, ‘3GPP Network’ should be specified. 

2.1.16. Comment: Slide 16, Information Service in the current draft is primarily static. Dynamic IS features might be supported by Command Service. 

2.1.17. Comment: Slide 11, the 802 network does not include MIH function? Response: Originally the MIHF was there, but imposing specific implementations. We are not precluding it internally or not.

2.1.18. Q: Slide 18, blue arrows are the extensions of 802.21? A: Yes.

2.2. Chair: Update the documents, upload it to the server and distribute it to the group.

3. Break from 3:55PM to 4:25PM

4. Editor’s Report
4.1. Editor’s Report (21-05-0330-00-0000-Editor_Report.ppt, reported by Vivek Gupta, Technical Editor of IEEE 802.21WG)

4.1.1. Vivek reported the changes and status of the current draft. 

4.1.2. Q: Draft 02 is available now? Vivek: The draft is secured and is only available to the members of 802.21WG. You may also get it from the local server during the meeting time. 

4.1.3. Vivek presented a suggested and non-binding To-Do-List (21-05-0330-00-0000-To-Do-List.xls).

4.1.3.1. Q: What are the actions? Vivek: We probably need volunteers for these tasks.

5. Reports on Requirement Ad Hoc

5.1. Higher Layer Requirements Ad Hoc Report (21-05-0348-01-0000-Req_Higher_layer_IS.doc, presented by Subir Das, Telcordia) 

5.1.1. Subir presented the higher layer requirements.

5.1.2. Q: Higher Layer (HL) is not only for IS, right? Subir: The reported requirements are only for IS. ES/CS may also be related to HL, but they might be dealt with in separate groups. This Ad Hoc group was formed for IS only. 

5.1.3. Q: We put lot of work to IS applicable to L3 type of transport. Are these requirements only for L3 or for L2 as well? How could they be applied to L2? A: The goal is to understand what we cannot do about IS and what we should go to IETF for help. Give IETF these requirements and what .21 did. Eventually, we have to go to IETF.

5.1.4. Q: The proxy does some caching? A: Only after we find out we do really need to fulfill these requirements, then we can discuss the solutions. From the .21 perspective, we need to understand whether there is any business about proxy. Do we need to have this requirement? Comment: DNS has some notion of cache. 

5.1.5. Comment: The question about structured/hierarchical information and flat information, not sure we need to discuss the structure of the information. Do we really need to go to that level? Response: Not that problem. The question is about whether the information is complete or not. It depends on how you provide and deploy the information.

5.1.6. Q What about the data rate IE? A: Data rate is a media dependent IE. We should have media dependent IE and media independent IE tables. Q: Why to make data rate in the basic set that means mandatory?  A: If it is optional, and if media do not support that IE, then it does not make sense. 

5.1.7. Comment: We need more discussions on the IE tables. Response: yes.

5.1.8. Comment: Why are we starting with multiple solutions in the formats representing the IEs? There might be too many solutions at this point. One solution might be better for a standard. Response: Agree. One solution is better. But we have different needs. We do not know which is better for a particular area.  .

5.2. Requirements for 802.16/11 were postponed to Tuesday meetings.

6. Recess at 6:15PM 

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

7. Attendees

7.1. Attendees (1 or 2 credits towards voting rights today)
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IEEE-SA Standards Board Bylaws on Patents in Standards

	6. Patents



	IEEE standards may include the known use of essential patents and patent applications provided the IEEE receives assurance from the patent holder or applicant with respect to patents whose infringement is, or in the case of patent applications, potential future infringement the applicant asserts will be, unavoidable in a compliant implementation of either mandatory or optional portions of the standard [essential patents]. This assurance shall be provided without coercion and prior to approval of the standard (or reaffirmation when a patent or patent application becomes known after initial approval of the standard). This assurance 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 implement either mandatory or optional portions of the proposed IEEE standard against any person or entity complying with the standard; or 



	b) A statement that a license for such implementation will be made available without compensation or under reasonable rates, with reasonable terms and conditions that are demonstrably free of any unfair discrimination. 



	This assurance shall apply, at a minimum, from the date of the standard's approval to the date of the standard's withdrawal and is irrevocable during that period.







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

 



		Don’t discuss licensing terms or conditions





		Don’t discuss product pricing, territorial restrictions, or market share



		Don’t discuss ongoing litigation or threatened litigation



		Don’t be silent if inappropriate topics are discussed… do formally object.





   If you have questions, contact the IEEE-SA Standards Board Patent Committee Administrator at patcom@ieee.org or 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
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