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1
Opening of the call: Thursday March 10, at 15:00 CET

The meeting was chaired by Kari Jaervinen.

2
Approval of the agenda and registration of documents

The Chairman noted all the documents available.

S4-AHT001
SA4 MCPTT codecs and media handling (electronic meeting)





Source: SA4 Chairman

Decision: 

The document was revised to S4-AHT002.



S4-AHT002
Proposed Agenda for SA4 Conference Call on MCPTT codecs and media handling





Source: SA4 Chairman

(Replaces S4-AHT001)

Decision: 

The document was revised to S4-AHT003.



S4-AHT003
Proposed Agenda for SA4 Conference Call on MCPTT codecs and media handling





Source: SA4 Chairman

(Replaces S4-AHT002)

Decision: 

The document was revised to S4-AHT004.



S4-AHT004
Proposed Agenda for SA4 Conference Call on MCPTT codecs and media handling





Source: SA4 Chairman

(Replaces S4-AHT003)

Decision: 

The document was revised to S4-AHT005.



S4-AHT005
Proposed Agenda for SA4 Conference Call on MCPTT codecs and media handling





Source: SA4 Chairman

(Replaces S4-AHT004)

Discussion: 

 Mr. Frank Korinek (Motorola Solutions UK Ltd.) wished to take the TR off the agenda in item 5.1.1 since the working group had had no contributions.

However the chairman wished to retain it so that the exact status could be discussed.

Motorolla maintained his disagreement with the Chairman's view. Mr. Frederic Gabin (Ericsson LM) supported the Chairman, as did Dr. Jon Gibbs (Huawei Tech.(UK) Co., Ltd). Mr. Andrew Thiessen (U.S. Department of Commerce) was happy to retain the agenda item, but wished to spend most of the time on the TS (agenda item 5.1.2), relegating the TS to the end of the meeting.

With that, the agenda was approved.

Decision: 

The document was approved.



3
IPR and antitrust reminder

The attention of the delegates to the meeting of this Technical Specification Group was drawn to the fact that 3GPP Individual Members have the obligation under the IPR Policies of their respective Organizational Partners to inform their respective Organizational Partners of Essential IPRs they become aware of.

The delegates were asked to take note that they were thereby invited:

- to investigate whether their organization or any other organization owns IPRs which were, or were likely to become Essential in respect of the work of 3GPP.

- to notify their respective Organizational Partners of all potential IPRs, e.g., for ETSI, by means of the IPR Information Statement and the Licensing declaration forms.    

The attention of the delegates to the meeting was drawn to the fact that 3GPP activities were subject to all applicable antitrust and competition laws and that compliance with said laws was therefore required by any participant of the meeting, including the Chairman and Vice-Chairmen and were invited to seek any clarification needed with their legal counsel. The leadership would conduct the present meeting with impartiality and in the interests of 3GPP. Delegates were reminded that timely submission of work items in advance of TSG/WG meetings was important to allow for full and fair consideration of such matters.

4
Reports/Liaisons from other groups/meetings

5
Release 13 Exceptions

5.1
Mission Critical Push To Talk over LTE (MCPTT)

5.1.1
TR 26.879

The Chairman wondered if further work was needed, since it could not be discussed at the present meeting. Off line discussions had taken place, ane there were at least five outstanding pCRs yet to be addressed. It would be necessary to finish the TR at some point, since the reference to it from the TS had been retained.

Nevertheless it was agreed that the TR should be considered 100% complete.

5.1.2
TS 26.179

S4-AHT006
pCR to TS 26.179 v. 0.1.0 on Codec for MCPTT Client





26.179 v0.1.0





Source: HOME OFFICE, Netherlands Police, US Dept of Commerce, BlackBerry, Qualcomm, Ericsson, HuaWei, Fraunhofer, ZTE, VoiceAge, Harris, ASTRID, Airbus, BMWi, MINISTERE DE L'INTERIEUR, Nokia, Samsung

Abstract: 

Mandate that AMR-WB be supported in all MCPTT Clients

EVS SWB mode may additionally be supported in MCPTT Clients based on Operator/MCPTT service provider policy.

Operator/MCPTT service provider policy is required for configuring the service.

Discussion: 

Gaelle introduced the pCR in some detail, explaining each technical clause in turn. 

Mr. Frank Korinek (Motorola Solutions UK Ltd.) still believed that a secondary codec would cause problems in the field, and public safety should not be the first market to trial the new codec. 

Dr. Mark Rayne (Sepura PLC) objected to the CR and saw no reason to include the EVS codec. No public safety operators to his knowledge had asked for it. The TS should contain only mandatory items, and if there were any optional codecs, those needed for internwoking with other services, a P25 codec, a TETRA codec, and so on should be selected.

(Frankilla) The original purpose was stated to be to see which enhancements would be required for MCPTT, and it was remarked that it did not make sense to reference 26.879, the reference to which should be removed. Mr. John Lambrou (Motorola Solutions UK Ltd.) strongly advised to retain the reference. This view had some support, even if the TR needed to be recast as a public TR.

Mr. Andrew Thiessen (U.S. Department of Commerce) supported removing the reference, or it would be necessary to convert it to a public, referenceable document. Mr. Frederic Gabin (Ericsson LM) wished to turn the TR into a publishable. Mr. John Lambrou (Motorola Solutions UK Ltd.) said this would be very easy.

The scope of the TR did not identify any enhancements for MCPTT. The TR as it existed today required some additions, and it was not useful to reference the TR at the present stage. The requirements could stand on their own.

Gaelle didi not think a compromise consensus could have been reached without a reference to the TR.

Nikolai recounted that the current state of the TS had been arrived at by a tortuous process.

Richard (UK Home Office) believed it was needed to change the details of the reference. It should not be removed.

Many speakers joined in either to support the reference or to propose its removal.

The Chairman evaluated formal objections to the text as presented on screen: Objections were offered by:

Motorola Solutions (wanted the entire note removed).

ANO

There were two objections out of 21 organizations, and the Chairman proposed to use the 3GPP Working Agreement rules.

Decision: 

The document was revised to S4-AHT009.



S4-AHT009
pCR to TS 26.179 v. 0.1.0 on Codec for MCPTT Client





26.179 v0.1.0





Source: HOME OFFICE, Netherlands Police, US Dept of Commerce, BlackBerry, Qualcomm, Ericsson, HuaWei, Fraunhofer, ZTE, VoiceAge, Harris, ASTRID, Airbus, BMWi, MINISTERE DE L'INTERIEUR, Nokia, Samsung

(Replaces S4-AHT006)

Abstract: 

Contains additional text in §5.1.1

Discussion: 

Mr. Frank Korinek (Motorola Solutions UK Ltd.) objected to the procedure being used to modify the document.

Decision: 

The document was approved.



S4-AHT007
Draft TS 26.179 Mission Critical Push To Talk; Codecs and media handling (MCPTT) v0.1.1





26.179 v0.1.1





Source: Rapporteur (Ericsson LM)

Discussion: 

Tomas Frankill (Ericsson LM) presented the document which was an editorial update of the TS. There was a proposal to remove the reference to the TR from the Scope clause. But others wished to retain it.

The Secretary proposed to put the contents of the TR as an informative annex in the TS itself, rather than making an (illegal) reference to it.

It was observed that further CRs would be needed, and this could be used to fix the references in the current 800-series TR.

Motorolla did not like this solution. Mr. Dominic Lazara (Motorola Solutions Danmark A/S) supported the Secretary's proposal. He believed that the TR did not in fact contain any new requirements.

Gaelle believed the wording was misleading.

Mr. John Lambrou (Motorola Solutions UK Ltd.) did not want to remove the sentence from the scope.

Bill (Harris) did not understand the sentence: the TR could not contain requirements. The Chairman stated that no normative sentiment was implied by the wording. 

Mr. Frederic Gabin (Ericsson LM) agreed that the TR did not imply any requirements on the TS.

The Chairman proposed modifying the text to make it clearer, possibly introducing an editor's note. Mr. 

Dominic Lazara (Motorola Solutions Danmark A/S) was reassured that the TR was informative. He proposed to put it somewhere else in the document. 

Mr. William Janky (Harris Corporation) maintained that the reference should not be in the scope, and did not like the proposed new text.

Gaelle supported removing the reference from the scope and tweaking it a bit.

There was a proposal to move the reference to the Introduction. Nikolai could agreed to this. Mr. Tomas Frankkila (Ericsson Inc.) wanted it in an editor's note somewhere. The Chairman suggested also adding that further work was needed on the TR. Mr. William Janky (Harris Corporation) thought this made no sense. It was quite inappropriate to appear in - and indeed comprise the entire text of - the Introduction.

Richard (UK Home Office) thought it was far too late in the day to be adding editor's notes: the intention was to agree the final TS during the present meeting. Mr. Tomas Frankkila (Ericsson Inc.) believed a (normal) Note was more appropriate.

The Chairman proposed to retain it, slightly modified, in the Scope clause. Dr. Jon Gibbs (Huawei Tech.(UK) Co., Ltd) agreed with the Home Office's proposal. But discussion continued on the precise wording, and indeed on the location of the Note. Gaelle believed that an Introduction consisting just of a Note was rather odd.

Further wordsmithing took place, with the above contributors. The Secretary pointed out that the usual purpose of a note was to embed informative text inside a normative section of a TS. However, the Scope clause was intrinsically informative.

Decision: 

The document was revised to S4-AHT010.



S4-AHT010
Draft TS 26.179 Mission Critical Push To Talk; Codecs and media handling (MCPTT) v0.1.2





26.179 v0.1.2





Source: Rapporteur (Ericsson LM)

(Replaces S4-AHT007)

Discussion: 

Tomas Frankill (Ericsson LM) presented the document which was an editorial update of the TS. There was a proposal to remove the reference to the TR from the Scope clause. But others wished to retain it.

The Secretary proposed to put the contents of the TR as an informative annex in the TS itself, rather than making an (illegal) reference to it.

It was observed that further CRs would be needed, and this could be used to fix the references in the current 800-series TR.

Motorolla did not like this solution. Mr. Dominic Lazara (Motorola Solutions Danmark A/S) supported the Secretary's proposal. He believed that the TR did not in fact contain any new requirements.

Gaelle believed the wording was misleading.

Mr. John Lambrou (Motorola Solutions UK Ltd.) did not want to remove the sentence from the scope.

Bill (Harris) did not understand the sentence: the TR could not contain requirements. The Chairman stated that no normative sentiment was implied by the wording. 

Mr. Frederic Gabin (Ericsson LM) agreed that the TR did not imply any requirements on the TS.

The Chairman proposed modifying the text to make it clearer, possibly introducing an editor's note. Mr. 

Dominic Lazara (Motorola Solutions Danmark A/S) was reassured that the TR was informative. He proposed to put it somewhere else in the document. 

Mr. William Janky (Harris Corporation) maintained that the reference should not be in the scope, and did not like the proposed new text.

Gaelle supported removing the reference from the scope and tweaking it a bit.

There was a proposal to move the reference to the Introduction. Nikolai could agreed to this. Mr. Tomas Frankkila (Ericsson Inc.) wanted it in an editor's note somewhere. The Chairman suggested also adding that further work was needed on the TR. Mr. William Janky (Harris Corporation) thought this made no sense. It was quite inappropriate to appear in - and indeed comprise the entire text of - the Introduction.

Richard (UK Home Office) thought it was far too late in the day to be adding editor's notes: the intention was to agree the final TS during the present meeting. Mr. Tomas Frankkila (Ericsson Inc.) believed a (normal) Note was more appropriate.

The Chairman proposed to retain it, slightly modified, in the Scope clause. Dr. Jon Gibbs (Huawei Tech.(UK) Co., Ltd) agreed with the Home Office's proposal. But discussion continued on the precise wording, and indeed on the location of the Note. Gaelle believed that an Introduction consisting just of a Note was rather odd.

Further wordsmithing took place, with the above contributors. The Secretary pointed out that the usual purpose of a note was to embed informative text inside a normative section of a TS. However, the Scope clause was intrinsically informative.

Decision: 

The document was agreed.



S4-AHT011
Draft TS 26.179 Mission Critical Push To Talk; Codecs and media handling (MCPTT) v0.1.1





26.179 v0.2.0





Source: Rapporteur (Ericsson LM)

(Replaces S4-AHT010)

Abstract: 

The agreed text from documents 9 and 10, plus editorial adjustments (e.g. clause numbering, removal of unnecessary clauses, etc.).

Discussion: 

Dr. Mark Rayne (Sepura PLC) Mr. Frank Korinek (Motorola Solutions UK Ltd.) pointed out that the TS was still subject to a working assumption.

But ...

Ericsson

Qualcomm

Huawei

VoiceAge

UK Home Office

TTA

BMWi

ASTRID

LG Electronics

TTA

Samsung

Nokia

Brackberry

US Dept of Commerce

General Dynamics UK

ZTE

Huawei

Ministère de l'Intérieur (France)

(some other company inaudible to the secretary)

supported the document.

The working agreement was that v0.2.0 would be raised to v1.0.0 by MCC and offered to TSG SA#71 for information and approval.

Decision: 

The document was agreed.



S4-AHT008
Presentation of Specification/Report to TSG: TS 26.179, Version 1.0.0





26.179 v1.0.0





Source: Rapporteur (Ericsson LM)

Abstract: 

The present document specifies the codecs and media handling for MCPTT. The corresponding service requirements are defined in 3GPP TS 22.179. The corresponding functional architecture, procedures and information flows are defined in 3GPP TS 23.179.

Discussion: 

Mr. Tomas Frankkila (Ericsson Inc.) presented the document.

Motorolla (and Sepura)  objected to the cover page on the basis that there was no consensus on the TS contents.

The SA Chairman proposed some modified wording to include the above two sustained objections (and 18 supporters).

Decision: 

The document was revised to S4-AHT012.



S4-AHT012
Presentation of Specification/Report to TSG: TS 26.179, Version 1.0.0





26.179 v1.0.0





Source: Rapporteur (Ericsson LM)

(Replaces S4-AHT008)

Discussion: 

The two objecting companies were happy with the revised text.

Decision: 

The document was agreed.



6
Any Other Business

(none)

7
End of the call: Thursday March 10, at 17:00 CET (at the latest)

The Chairman thanked delegates and the editors for their contribution, and although consensus was not obtained, definite progress had been made. The meeting closed at 16h55.

Report prepared by: John M Meredith

