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IEEE P802 

Media Independent Handover Services

Teleconference Meeting Minutes of the IEEE P802.21 Working Group
Discussion on Liaison with 3GPP and 802.16
Minutes taken by Michael Williams
Date: Tuesday, May 1, 2007, 9:00AM-11:00AM EST
1. Status on Letter ballot

· Passed 75% approval for first time
· Materials on website under 1d folder are mixed up with cut and paste from 1c.

· Recirc instructions have a reference to 1c still

· Commentary file for 1d not uploaded yet
2. 3GPP Liaison for .16 and .21

· Comments from Peretz, Juan Carlos, others incorporated. Updated to new version C80216-07_0xxx_01.doc

· FromTG SA G. Schuachmer LS L80216-07_022.pdf

· WiMAX Forum already responded

· 802.16 meeting next week for interim

· .21 will submit a contribution to .16’s meeting. 

· Discuss the six questions in the LS

1) Comment that .21 hasn’t been defining tight interworking at the radio layer
a. Comment that SA-2 group discussing handover between non-3GPP systems, Ericsson Nokia & Siemens say media independent signaling is needed in submission

b. Discuss idea of the UE only reporting within it’s radio network, not across radio networks, and making that clear

c. Comment that 3GPP is complete system. .16 is just MAC/PHY, while WMF completes more of a system.
d. Discuss interworking and meaning of  “interface with radio access systems.” Discussion that there will be no radio layer interworking. No base stations talking to each other directly. 
2) Comment that WMF is specifying IMS over WiMAX, that will cause problems to have a spec for each access system. 
a. WMF don’t mention .21 in their response to this. Comment that .16 might not be able to respond on behalf of WMF.

b. Comment that there isn’t other reports of confusion about radio interworking
c. Vivek attending WMF the next four days

d. Mention that none of the .21 services are mentioned, even at a high level, but they should be
3) No changes
4) No changes
5) Discuss what a single radio system really means.

a. Comment that we should mention .21 here as 
6) Discuss removal of first sentence
a. Comment that the correct way to frame the requirement for interruption time is by the application’s requirements. This way if the application requirements change, the interruption requirement also tracks that.
3. Discuss TLV types issues

1) Current style  in d5 uses less space, also allows more 

2) Request for 3GPP document that defines TLV encoding using this method

3) .16g uses fixed TLV numbering including the .21 TLVs

4. Next telecon

Next Tuesday to discuss LB and possible agenda items for May
5. Attendees 
Ajay Rajkumar
Juan Carlos Zuniga
Michael Williams
Ulises Olvera

Miriam Tauil
Subir Das
Vivek Gupta
Yoshihiro Ohba
Yuu-Heng Alice Cheng
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