5.  
Reconvene for the IMT-Advanced joint session.
802.18-07-0020 presentation describing the process given by Michael Lynch.
A description of the process was made asking that WG bring in their contributions and by offering reciprocal voting rights.
The chair of 802.18 has the right to grant voting rights to other WG. Also the chair has the right to create the process for this and any direction.
Roger Marks asks for some clarification on whether the RR-TAG will harmonize the inputs or just staple them together without any editing rights. The high level goal is to provide a harmonized output document. 

A straw poll indicated that the proposed method was 

Voting shall be done by voting members of 802.18. This includes the reciprocal Chairs voting rights.


	Motion: Move to accept the principle of this presentation 18-07-0020-0000-00 as the working method:



Move by:  Carl Stevenson

Second by: Johnny Dixon
Discussion: 

Vote:   10Yes,  2 No,  2 Abstain

___________________________________________________________________________________________


 Jose is not sure of the exact process

Will .18 call for contributions

How long will it allow for contributions.

Make sure that the process does not become a delay to making contributions in a timely manner.

Clarification by Carl Stevenson that only .18 is the authorized body to communicate with external Regulatory authorities.

802.18 has no intention to block or delay any contribution.

The question has been called by Carl Stevenson. Are there any objections. Yes

Vote:

Yes: 10

No: 1
Abstain: 0

Roger: begin by establishing working methods.

This will include the queue method. And he does not see in the 802 P&P that 802.18 is the body authorized to communicate externally.


802.18 PP does include that relates to external communications to Regulatory bodies.

Jose complains that the process voted upon and the process to do this is broken.

Carl states that there was no break in the process.

For clarification a poll should be made to the voters as to their intended to vote based on the slide on the screen at the time of the vote.

The principles displayed on this slide is affirmed by the Yes voters.

Continuation of the slides of the presentation in 802.18-07-0020.

Proposed timeline:

802 May Wireless interim. Work Continues

May ITU-R WP 8f

[See slide presentation for correct wording]

July plenary 

Sept interim

October Nov – WRC

The chair indicates that some work could be done during the time between meetings.

Roger: Suggests that we think about a process after this meeting to complete documentation that could be completed prior to the May 802 Interim.

Work could be done later this week to make this May date possible.

Jose. Questions some of the time line [See slide presentation for correct wording]

Jose suggests a new time line. [See slide presentation for correct wording]

The time line reality is in question.

Mike considers making changes suggested by Jose. Carl describes a short communication to the ITU-R stating that we are preparing inputs for the ITU-R WP8F. 

Charles Rush indicated that there was no WP8F input stating that input documents were required by May 2007.

J Barr time line initial response can be a joint effort coming in or a doc stating that an initial cut is ready and will be completed at a future date.

Roger Marks states that new bodies putting in information early, Harmonized inputs, inclusion should be working together and getting an output. A document on the method has been forwarded to 802.18 describing how this would be done.

What is the process for this meeting?\

Time line by end of this week and by end of next meeting have inputs ready.

By end of meeting have the time line complete, and capture by end of this week.

Carl; Time line in ITU-r is not contradictory. The ITU-R will be totally consumed by the WRC. Partial inputs cannot be classed as a uniform input.

Multiple inputs in time line are required but not the technical input.

WP8F for this deliverable for the May meeting #22 5 bullets 1:scope 2:discuss contents 3:liaise with service 4: documentation 5:liaison for services.  1: study contents of documents. 

#23 finalize the doc and send for approval. 

Roger states that leaving things to January would be late. 

More discussion on the need to get the contributions into the ITU-R by May 2007.

Participation must be declared and agreed and actioned upon.

Continuation at Thursday PM1.

802.20 Channel model and requirements document.

At the Thursday PM1 the suggestion is that smaller groups participate.

Concept work methods time line initial presentation on format and content.

Roger Marks: makes presentation on documentation for presentation to WP8F 802.16 07-0006 (Part of Temp 496 chairmans report).

John Notor: Requests that all input is unformatted so that he can combine it into the correct format.

Inputs should be to the document contained in the chairmans report.

The meeting closed at 21:49

