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LATE CONTRIBUTION
1
Introduction

A discussion took place during PCG#20 on the manner in which the Organizational Partners intended to make their submission to ITU-R in respect of IMT-Advanced.  This led to action PCG20/3 as reproduced below:

Action PCG20/3:
Organizational Partners to determine whether they wish to make independent IMT-Advanced submissions to the ITU or whether a single submission should be made with the Organizational Partners as multiple sources.  Result to be communicated by 30 June 2008.
2
Reponses from the Organizational Partners 
The responses received from the Organizational Partners are given below:
2.1
ARIB

As shown in the IMT Task Force Report, ARIB established the radio interface technology study group and IMT-Advanced evaluation group under the IMT-Advanced Subcommittee of the Advanced Wireless Communications Study Committee (ADWICS) in May 2008 which is conducting technical studies on IMT-Advanced and promotes its standardization through contributions to ITU-R and their activities. However, we did not start concrete activities in the groups yet, and unfortunately we could not prepare clear answers for the Action PCG20/3. So the following are my personal opinion on the basis of internal discussions within ARIB:
- When we will submit a formal contribution from Japan to ITU-R WP5D, we will study a draft contribution in our ADWICS from a technical point of view.
- However, it is necessary for us to follow the formal approval process. The draft contribution has to approve in the standard-related committee under the Telecommunications Council of the Ministry of Internal Affairs and Communications (MIC).
- We have to follow the same process as mentioned above in case of the proposal(s) for candidate radio interface technologies for the terrestrial components of the radio interface(s) for IMT-Advanced.
- Therefore, I think that we would make independent IMT-Advanced submission to the ITU-R.
- However, we fully recognize that cooperation with other OPs for IMT-Advanced in 3GPP activities is indeed important and necessary.
2.2
ATIS

WTSC agreed, today in Plenary that the established standard submission process should continue to be used where 3GPP develops the RIT proposal and it is submitted by a number of ITU-R Sector Members on behalf of 3GPP (the 3GPP OP’s are not involved at this point in the development).

Please consider this as the answer to PCG Action Point 20/3 which is due 30 June 2008.

2.3
ETSI

ETSI agrees with the comments made by the other Partners, that we should follow the same principles for formal IMT-Advanced submissions as we did for IMT-2000 submissions.  This implies that each Partner is responsible to prepare the submission using their own internal processes and to identify it using appropriate stationery.  However, ETSI does believe that there would be merit in producing a common cover page, signed by all Partners, and to make the Partner submissions to the ITU in the form of a package.  ETSI believes that this would demonstrate the good co-ordination and co-operation that exists between us.  I would very much appreciate your comments on this minor refinement to the submission process.

2.4
TTA

Regarding to Action PCG20/3, TTA also have the same opinion as ARIB.

- TTA prefer to make the independent IMT-Advanced submission to the ITU.

- We have to follow the national approval process also. The draft contribution has to be approved in the standard-related committee under the Telecommunications Council of the Korea Communications Commission (KCC).

- TTA also fully recognize that 3GPP activities is important and necessary for IMT Advanced and will make a harmonious cooperation for our partnership.
2.5
CCSA

Regarding to Action PCG20/3, CCSA also have the same opinion as ARIB and TTA.
· CCSA fully recognizes the cooperation with other Ops for IMT-Advanced in 3GPP activities is important. Bur We still need to follow the national approval process managed by the Ministry of Information and Industry technology (MIIT). CCSA prefer to make independent IMT-Advanced submission to ITU-R.
-    3GPP develops the RIT proposal and it is submitted by a number of ITU-R sector member on behalf of 3GPP. We can continue this process and add sector members from every Ops .

