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1
Opening of Meeting and Call to Order 
KC Koo (Convenor) opened the meeting at 15h CET and called the participants to order. The Chairman and a number of other delegates participated remotely, the others were physically present for a face-to-face meeting held in Sigtes, Spain, in conjunction with the TSG plenary meetings being held there.
The list of participants is given at Annex A.
2
Approval of Agenda

The draft Agenda for the meeting was approved [OPm190038].

3
Approval of draft Meeting Report MHSG#04 (virtual)
The Secretary presented the draft Report of MHSG#04 [OPm190039].  The Report was approved.
4
Draft TR (v1.4.0) on Study on Meeting Hosting

The TSG SA Chairman presented the draft Report on Meeting Hosting which incorporated the results of the previous meeting (v1.4.0) [OPm190040].  The draft was noted.  
5
Review of Contributions
5.1
General Aspects

5.2
Related with Service Level
5.3
Related with Funding Model

Some aspects of funding were addressed when discussing the documents reported under agenda item 5.4.
5.4
Related with Decision Making
Mr Bertenyi (TSG RAN Chairman) presented a revised description of the method currently used to decide the rotation of TSG and WG meeting locations and a proposal for how such rotation should be applied for the future [OPm190041].  
A lengthy discussion took place on the proposals, with some delegates wishing to see the meeting rota concluded before funding matters were addressed while others preferred the reverse. It was generally felt that there was still room for other innovative ideas on both topics, and it was as yet to early to start to reach firm conclusions. There was some concern that the rota presented in document 41 could be interpreted as being too inflexible, and did not take account of a change in circumstances, such as the geo-political situation, or the possibility of new OPs joining the Project. Mr Hayes (ATIS) expressed support for the principles of the rota, noting that "North American" meetings could be held in, e.g., Canada to avoid the USA difficulties, and that meetings seen as "critical" would avoid insofar as possible being held in the USA or China, for the present. It was remarked that the current USA-China situation was not unique: for example, there might be difficulties for Pakistani nationals obtaining a visa for a meeting in India.
There was some discussion on how to handle "experimental" locations and how they could be slotted into the general scheme of the rota, noting in passing that, unlike Regions 1 and 2, which each had a single OP, Region 3 was not homogeneous, having in total five OPs. Mr Mayer (TSG SA Chairman) stated that the Group's ultimate conclusions should include a fairly precise (but flexible!) algorithm for determining meeting locations. A mechanism for maintenance of the algorithm was needed to cope with, for example, geo-political changes and new OP arrivals.

The Chairman noted that TTA was already hosting many meetings which took place in Korea, and well understood the economics of doing so. Mr Chun (TTA) also observed that nothing prevented meetings being hosted by individual members, just as happened already. This led to a divergence of opinion on the potential disruption of the established rota by such "rogue" hosting, with some delegates expressing the view that it would no longer be necessary or desirable for individual companies to host meetings. Mr Mayer (TSG SA Chairman) believed such meetings should still be permitted, but it would be necessary for then to fit into the agreed rota of locations. This led to a discussion as to whether such meetings would / should / could require a registration fee from delegates.
Ms Kumar (TSDSI) believed it would be desirable to allow a certain number of "free passes" for delegates of newly-joined organizations, though there was no agreement on this. This led to an analysis of Guests and how their delegates could at present participate (to a limited extent) in 3GPP meetings at no charge. Mr Bertenyi (TSG RAN Chairman) stated that delegate attendance fees were not directly related to hosting costs.
Mr Feng (CCSA) presented an alternative set of proposals for the rotation method to be applied for TSG and WG meetings [OPm190042]. 

CCSA recommended the adoption of Alternative 2, biasing the location of meetings in favour of the region(s) where most delegates were domiciled. Mr Achter (ETSI) noted that basic proportionality on the home region or country of delegates gave a different result than if the calculation was based on the domiciliation of 3GPP Individual Member organizations. The funding model should be independent of such considerations. Mr Hayes (ATIS) was anxious to avoid a positive feedback effect: more delegates from one region resulted in more meetings in that region which in turn resulted in yet more delegates from that region, and so on. Calculations based on the number of delegates were to be avoided.
Mr Bertenyi (TSG RAN Chairman) observed that encouraging the attendance of more delegates had, overall, a counter-productive effect on progress (as did an excessive number of TDocs). All in all, it was probably impossible to find a system based on minimising the overall burden of travel. The criterion for meeting locations was that the location should be easy to get to.

Several delegates what-iffed a number of scenarios, working out which meetings would take place where, according to the proposed rota, and whether this should be based on a one-year or a two-year cycle. The only conclusion was that the algorithm was ultimately rather complex.

There was a further complication in that some large companies had 3GPP Individual Memberships via more than one OP, and this put in doubt where such companies should be considered to be based.

It seemed that there were problems with all three alternatives. 
[Secretary's note: linguistically, there can be only two alternatives, but there can be more than two options.]
The Chairman concluded that further proposals and discussion were required before any attempt could be made at a decision.

Mr Hayes (ATIS) wondered if it was generally accepted that for a given group, no more than one meeting should be held in the same country per year. Mr Feng (CCSA) indicated that their preferred Alternative 2 did not exclude this. Other delegates opined that the "once a year" rule was good. Mr Hayes suggested that the proponents of each proposal should provide an example of the meeting schema covering the next three years, and the Chairman agreed that this was a good suggestion and hoped that delegates would bring contributions to the next meeting of the Group.
5.5
Related with Trial Proposal 

There were no contributions discussed under this Agenda item.
5.6
Other

There were no contributions discussed under this Agenda item.
6
Next Meeting Date
MHSG#06 (virtual) will take place in Wednesday 18 December 2019, from 15.00-17.00 UTC.  
7
A.O.B

There were no matters raised under this Agenda item.
8
Closing of Meeting

There being no further business the meeting was closed at 16h30 CET.
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