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Notes from the DIMS ad-hoc call on June 20th 2006, 8:30am pacific.

Attending:

Singer, David, Apple (chair/moderator)

Martin-Cocher, Gaëlle, Streamezzo

Röös, Elin, Ikivo

Fröjdh, Per, Ericsson

Priddle, Clinton, Ericsson

Samad, Wissam Abdel , BenQ

Devillers, Sylvain, France Telecom

Chitturi, Suresh, Nokia

Angwin, Alastair, IBM

Gabin, Frederic, NEC

Jayaram, Ranjith, Qualcomm

and there were 2 or 3 from Siemens, but the line was bad enough that I didn't catch the names, I'm sorry...

Alasdair gave us an informal report of the OMA meeting (RME discussion).  There were quite a number of input contributions.  One of the discussions was around SVG extensions.  There are two liaisons in preparation (actually, maybe 3): 

W3C, MPEG, and we think SA4.  The W3C/MPEG liaisons urge reconciliation and alignment. 

There was some proposed specification text, and also some more input on REX -- status of the spec and schedules.  Is it right, and will it be ready in a timely fashion?  They developed a baseline template for the architecture document, agreed to start a tech. spec. and also agreed to continue the close work with SA4.  The meeting was productive and thorough, but perhaps went slower than some had hoped.  There is a rough understanding of work split -- for example, they expect SA4 to do the transport for 3G networks, but there are grey areas (e.g. timing).  They are also not 'adopting' either MORE or LASeR as-is, but are writing a spec. (like us).  On the spec. 

division we should give some thought to not just establishing consistency but also maintaining it.

Can the ad-hoc deal with the split?  Discussing it in the abstract may be hard, but not discussing it at all is foolish;  we should discuss it as our ideas clarify.

For the ad-hoc, we need contributions, and please also register.  We should make progress on the 'easy' stuff and also on the 'hard' areas of contention.

How does technology vary for error-free, error-prone, pt-pt and pt-multi-pt?  Are there differing base technologies or just differing ways of using the same toolkit?  How many parts of the spec. have alternative options (e.g. 

compression)?

Do we need to re-visit the work usage scenarios? 

There will be a contrib. for the ad-hoc containing suggestions for a new section on this topic.

Dave volunteered to send the outline with comments on the degree of development and difficulty of each section.  Fred agreed to do the agenda [done already].  We meet 9-6 Thursday (and later if needed) and 9-5 Friday.

We had not specific input for the Laser ad-hoc this week.

Meeting closed at 10am pacific.
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