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Next G Alliance Founding Members 
Virtual Meeting – January 15, 2021 

Meeting Notes 
 

 

1 PARTICIPANTS  

 
Participant Company 
Helene Workman Apple 
Andre Fuetsch AT&T 
Javan Erfanian Bell Canada 
Manish Jindal Charter 
Stephen Alexander Ciena 
Kishen Mangat Cisco 
John McCready Dell 
Jan Soderstrom Ericsson 
Michael Tseytlin Facebook 
Andrew Clegg Google 
Jeff Edlund HPE 
Geng Wu Intel 
Henry Tirri InterDigital 
Roger Nichols Keysight 
Sang Kim LG Electronics 
Daniel Rice Lockheed Martin 
John Baker Mavenir 
Francesc Boixadera Mediatek 
Micaela Giuhat  Microsoft 
Charles Clancy MITRE 
Kira Theuer NI 
Devaki Chandramouli Nokia  
Esmael Dinan Offino 
Farrokh Khatibi Qualcomm 
Ganesh Shenabagaraman Radisys 
Joonyoung Cho Samsung 
David Casem Telnyx 
Karri Kuoppamaki T-Mobile 
Narothum Saxena US Cellular 
Jerome Birot TELUS 
Kaniz Mahdi VMWare 
Ed Diaz Verizon 
Peter Gammel GlobalFoundries 

David Rudin (Guest)  Microsoft 
Michael Brown (Guest) Microsoft 
Benoit Pelletier (Guest) VM Ware 
Ki-Dong Lee (Guest) LG Electronics  
Puneet Jain (Guest) Intel 
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Participant Company 
Ed Tiedemann (Guest) Qualcomm 

Susan Miller ATIS 
Mike Nawrocki ATIS 
Carroll Gray-Preston ATIS 
Lauren Layman ATIS 
Tom Goode ATIS 
Iain Sharp ATIS 
 

2 Next G Operating Procedures 

 
Andre Fuetsch (AT&T), ATIS Next G Alliance Chair, welcomed participants and thanked 
them for their attendance.  He noted that today’s meeting is intended to address comments 
on Operating Procedures (OP).  He emphasized the importance of moving this work 
forward in order for the Next G Alliance to be a key player in the geopolitical landscape 
with the ultimate goal of being central to defining 6G and beyond.   
 
Thomas Goode, ATIS General Counsel, provided an overview of the issues to be discussed 
during the call.  He noted that there was member input to the draft OP and that a new 
baseline draft had been distributed.  He explained that the purpose of the call was to 
discuss material issues that had been raised by commenters.  
 
Section 1 Introduction and Mission 
Mr. Goode noted the following issues to be discussed around the introduction and mission: 

• There was a suggestion to replace the word “mobile” with “wireless.”  This change 
was reflected in the revised baseline draft of the OP.  There were no objections to 
this change. 

• It was suggested that the word “standardization” be replaced with “pre-
standardization.”  This change had not been accepted in the revised draft.  
Discussion occurred around the use of the word “standardization”, and the intent of 
theword as used in the mission statement.  It was recommended that additional text 
be considered to clarify that the scope of the Alliance as it pertains to 
standardization, specifically to reflect that it is not the intent of the Alliance to 
develop standards but that it will cooperate with organizations such as 3GPP.  Mr.  
Goode noted that he would provide text on this matter in the next draft. There were 
no objections to having Mr. Goode craft new proposed draft text and share it with 
the FMG for review. 

• There was also discussion around the inclusion of additional detail in the mission 
statement, with some comments made that detailed mission statements are often 
not included as a part of operating procedures.  Others recommended that 
additional detail would be beneficial.  There was agreement that the additional 
detail should not be included in the OP.  The FMG may decide to create a separate 
document or other guidance regarding the Alliance’s mission and scope. 

 
Section 3.1 Executive committee 
Mr. Goode noted that input had been received regarding the proposed Executive 
Committee of the FMG.  Several commenters expressed concern regarding, or were 
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opposed to, the establishment of this Committee, while others supported the committee’s 
creation.  It was also noted that input had been received that, should the Executive 
Committee be established, additional information about the operation and establishment of 
the committee should be included in the OP. 
 
Commentors discussed both the value of having an Executive Committee, particularly given 
the size of the FMG, and concerns regarding transparency and openness of the Executive 
Committee.  Mr. Goode noted there did not appear to be consensus on this matter.  He 
recommended that the draft text be revised to address some of the procedural questions 
related to the operation and establishment of the committee.  This new language will be 
circulated to the FMG for further input.   

 
Section 3 Leadership 
Mr. Goode noted that input had been received regarding the proposed leadership section of 
the Operating Procedures.  There were several different issues that were raised in 
comments: 

(1) It was proposed that a candidate be required to receive at least 50% of the votes or 
face a run-off election.  There were no objections to adding this requirement to the 
OP. 

(2) It had been recommended that the Alliance consider alternative leadership 
structures for the Steering Group (SG) and Working Groups (WGs,) such as creating 
multiple vice-chairs for the WGs and/or requiring that SG and WG leadership roles 
are representative of the different types of Alliance members. Mr. Goode noted that 
he would revise the OP to include the concept of balance.  There were no objections.  
 

Section 4.3 Voting 
There was also input received regarding the proposed voting procedures. Mr. Goode noted 
that new voting procedures were proposed that would require that, if consensus is not 
achieved, a vote would be held.  The proposed procedures would require 60% or75% 
approval, depending on the issue. 
 
FMG members supported the concept of supermajority voting for certain issues, although it 
was noted that additional review is necessary for the issues which would require such a 
supermajority vote.  Concern was also expressed regarding the proposed 60% threshold. 
Mr. Goode noted that he will draft proposed text in the next OP baseline draft. 

 
Section 6.4 Patents 
Finally, Mr. Goode noted that comments had been received around the proposed patent 
policy.  The baseline draft includes a RAND-based IPR policy that is substantially similar to 
the policy used by ATIS for other initiatives.    
 
Some commenters supported including this policy but recommended that ATIS simply 
reference the ATIS patent policy as found in ATIS’ Operating Procedures for its committees 
and fora.  Other commenters recommended deleting references to a patent policy because 
the Next G Alliance would not be developing standards or deliverables that would require 
patents. 
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Mr. Goode noted support among FMG members for including a reference to the ATIS patent 
policy. He also recommended that new language be added to this section of the OP to 
explain that it is not the intent of the Alliance to develop standards.  There was no objection 
to this recommendation. 
 
Other Issues 
A comment was made that the OP should include a quorum requirement. Mr.  Goode noted 
that this would be addressed in the next draft.    
 
Interim Way Forward  
There was also discussion regarding the way forward. It was agreed that: 

• The FMG and the Steering Group (SG) will continue to progress work to 
operationalize the Alliance;  

• Until the OP is approved, the Next G Alliance will make decisions via consensus; and   
• ATIS would facilitate the SG until the leadership structure and election processes 

are resolved and SG leadership election is held. 
 
It was noted that the inaugural meeting of the SG will be held on Thursday, January 21, 
2021. 
 

3 ADJOURNMENT 

Participants were thanked for attending and the meeting was adjourned at 12:56 pm. (ET)  
 
  


