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Opening and approval agenda
1100
Proposed agenda
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Allocation of documents
1101
Document allocation
N5 chairman



3
Reporting






3.1
CN5/SPAN12/Parlay
918
Report CN5#14 Brighton
ETSI OSA project leader
Everybody invited to see the changes implemented and send comments until next week Wednesday, when the final Brighton report will be produced.


3.2
Report of all 3GPP OSA related activities
1155

CN5 vice-chair
CN5 vice-chair presents a summary of the work that has taken place in other OSA related groups.

· SA2 VHE/OSA #20: work on GUP not progressing as we expected because the requirements work by SA1/SA2 on this is not finished, so User Profile may be moved to Rel6.

· SA2 VHE/OSA #20: has discussed our LS (N5-1112) on architectural impacts of requirements and will present us a reply (S2-013055).

· An update of VHE/OSA stage 2 (Service Architecture) is available.

· SA1 VHE/OSA: TS 22.141 raised to version 5.1.0; there is now a minimum set of attributes that describe a 3GPP subscribed.


3.3
Parlay Board and TAC meeting Miami.



Richard Stretch summarises the last Parlay Board and TAC meetings:

· Discussion of the future of the Parlay Group with the current new set of requirements.

· Approval of ETSI/Parlay agreement (which has been also approved by the ETSI GA). The agreement says that the material used in the Joint Group (which for the moment excludes PAM and PM) and being released as ETSI spec is now jointly owned by ETSI and Parlay.

· The president of Parlay has resigned, the vice-president (Zygmund L)takes his position for the next 6 months.

· Some WG charters were described; some have requirements that are included in our req groups.

· It was agreed that the Joint group has the right expertise to be in charge of the 3.1 XML spec.

· Web services group: same target of joint group of producing an XML version of the spec; clarified that both groups should work together to endure the proper specs are being produced. Dave adds that the chair of the Web services WG does not believe there is an overlap.

· Emergency Telecom Services introduced by Telcordia: decided that for the Hong-Kong meeting we’ll concentrate on the CC interface and enhancements on it will be considered for the support of these services.

· Parlay 4 requirements document (which will be discussed here): agreed that PAM and PM requirements will not necessarily form part of the document at this moment, and they will be part of the ETSI version 2. This will be incorporated in 3GPP Rel5 (Guda will bring to this meeting the identification of the 3GPP subset of requirements for the PAM spec).

· An Annex has been added to the requirements group that contains the requirements that are not for the whole Joint Group (CPL, SCE, ecommerce will not be part of Parlay 4.0: no proposed chair for these groups; tax collection is also in the annex because the impact of this requirement is not clear). Parlay Lite is also in the annex, and there is a need to find out what are the differences with Parlay X. The Joint group is considered to have the right expertise to provide input on this discussion and provide a verbal response to Hong-Kong. Richard has the Parlay X charter and can present it in this meeting. Richard will be given a time slot to present it in the meeting, and an off-line brainstorming for volunteers will be organized.
· Hong-Kong meeting (4-8 February, all details in web server now): Richard has negotiated 5 days for the Joint group except plenary times (Tuesday morning and 1st quarter of Thursday afternoon). The Parlay WGs will actually continue on Friday, but the Thursday plenary has already announced in the web so it won’t be moved. On Monday there may be a ¼ day TAC meeting. It is Chinese NY, so book hotel and flights asap!!!!

· More HK meeting: there will be many developers present, and many may want to come to the Joint meeting, so Parlay would like us to provide an agenda and stick to it – this means we need to synchronize with other Parlay WGs meeting at the same time. Non-members will sign a NDA. 




1125
White Paper on Business Cases, User Cases and Implications on 
Requirements (Parlay APIs 4.0)
Alcatel
The meeting believes this is an important topic to work on, and should start working asap. Chelo volunteers to lead the activity.

A charter needs to be written for a formal approval by the Board.

Board conference calls are every other week, we can propose to have an email discussion group and have this approved there.


4
Liaison Statements








1110
VASP MMS Connectivity
T2
To be left for Tuesday when the contact will be available.




1111
LS to GSM-A TWG/SERG “regarding User Profile”
3GPP Joint ad-hoc on Generic User Profile (GUP)
The 3GPP GUP group has sent their specs to the GSM Organisation for information, and with the idea to involve GSM Operators in their requirements process.

Musa presents a summary of GUP: it is a collection of data stored and managed by several entities. They affect how the user received his services. The work on GUP will provide a data model and interactions for the user to manage his profile and for user profile related services to be developed. A part of this, the Data specification, could be closely related to our work. Framework This work is on a very early stage so it is likely that it will be part of Rel6.

It is interesting to note, for the future, this attempt to involve an operator organisation in a requirements process.

Noted.




1112
Liaison Statement on SA2 handling of OSA stage 1 requirements
SA2
Postponed to the joint session with SA2 VHE/OSA.




1113
LS to CN5: Comments on TS 29.198
SA3
SA3 is the group in 3GPP in charge of Security aspects. They have rad our Framework specifications and have some comments: 

They find the encryption algorithms that we use outdated and low grade and we’re asked to reconsider them; they provide some examples of algorithms they find more state-of-the-art. 

As a result of this Musa has drafted a CR (1152), which will be dealt with later in the meeting.

It is noted that this LS has not yet been approved by SA3.




1114
Liaison Statement on 3GPP Generic User Profile Stage 1
SA1
With this LS the User Profile ad-hoc group informs that that their requirements are ready to be handled back to SA1.

What this means for us: we understand that these requirements will be now feed-back to SA1, and if/when approved they will have to be reconsidered by SA1 OSA and SA1 VHE, that will tell us if our requirements need to be modified.




1115
Response to Liaison Statement on direction for implementing SA1's OSA and VHE Requirements
SA1
Answer from SA1 to our LS on prioritisation of requirements. SA1 would like everything to be in the spec but they understand the time restrictions. They have provided the following prioritisation: 

· Highest priority: MM channel control and presence

· Lowest priority: Nw capabilities and user data management (related to user profile)

· Anything else is medium priority.

Besides SA1 has written a CR on High Level Requirements in OSA stage 1 (S1-011111, agreed by SA 1 but not yet SA approved), which clarifies that OSA does not require that all SCFs, to which OSA provides an API interface, need to be 3GPP standardised entities. 

It is not clear to the meeting what this CR means. A drafting session will be organized (this afternoon, volunteers Ard-Jan, Musa, Chelo, Andy and Karsten) to study it and prepare a draft LS response (N5-1156).




1156
Response to 1115.






1116
Response to:  ‘Liaison Statement on OSA functions for retrieval of Network Capabilities’ 
SA1
SA2 requested clarification to SA1 on the requirement of retrieval of network capabilities, and this is their answer.

SA2’s question was Why does the OSA application (in the home network of a subscriber) need to know the capabilities of the serving (visited?) network especially now when in the IMS the only option for the session control is the home network?

SA1’s answer is that this is a VHE requirement, and it refers to the adaptation of the service to the capabilities of the visited network. Anyway they will write a CR to clarify this requirement if their document.

From the time frame in the LS it seems that we cannot handle this for Rel5; anyway from 1115 this requirement has the lowest priority.

Noted.


5
API interfaces OSA version 1.1






5.1
status 12070








1228
Draft updated ES 201 195 part 1
ETSI





1229
Draft updated ES 201 195 part 2
ETSI





1230
Draft updated ES 201 195 part 3
ETSI





1231
Draft updated ES 201 195 part 4
ETSI





1232
Draft updated ES 201 195 part 5
ETSI





1233
Draft updated ES 201 195 part 6
ETSI





1234
Draft updated ES 201 195 part 7
ETSI





1235
Draft updated ES 201 195 part 8
ETSI





1236
Draft updated ES 201 195 part 9
ETSI





1237
Draft updated ES 201 195 part 10
ETSI





1238
Draft updated ES 201 195 part 11
ETSI





1239
Draft updated ES 201 195 part 12
ETSI



5.2
General








1207
A Package Structure for the APIs
Sun



5.3
Introduction part






5.4
Common Data








1240
Common Data complete CR
ETSI



5.5
Framework








1152
Enhance data type TpEncryptionCapability to include more up to date, higher grade, encryption algorithms to encrypt the challenge that is used to authenticate OSA client applications with the Framework
Lucent





1241
FW complete CR
ETSI



5.6
Call Control








1136
Removal of time based charging property
Ericsson





1137
Making attachMedia() and detachMedia() asynchronous
Ericsson





1144
Wrong treatment datatype in superviseReq on call leg
Ericsson





1170
Correction required to description of how Criteria Overlap is determined
Lucent





1242
Complete CC CR
ETSI





1245
Further corrections to Call Control Data Types
ETSI





1246
Further corrections to Call Control Data Types
ETSI



5.7
User Interaction








1138
Incorrect description of sendInfoRes()
Ericsson





1140
Handling of deassign on related object
Ericsson





1243
UI Complete CR
ETSI



5.8
Mobility














5.9
Data Session Control








1244
DSC Complete CR
ETSI



5.10
Terminal Capabilties






5.11
Generic Messaging






5.12
Connectivity Management






5.13
Account Management






5.14
Content-based charging














6
OSA version 1 mapping






6.1
status of 12075






6.2
contributions






















7
Joint Meeting with SA2 VHE/OSA Adhoc














8
Joint meeting with key SA5 delegates regarding OSA Framework and OSA charging








1169
Framework Presentation for SA5 Joint Session
Lucent





1117
Relationship of OSA APIs to SA5 IRP work
SA5: Alcatel





1118
Review of the Management implications of OSA
SA5: BT



















9
Technical discussions OSA version 2






9.1
ETSI SPAR 






9.1.1
Issues resulting from mapping to SPAR Version 1 requirements.








1254
Comments to ETSI SPAN Version 1 Requirements
France Telecom



9.2
Joint API group requirements








1130
Amendments to Requirements Document
BT





1131
Proposal for Enhancements to the Parlay/OSA Specifications
BT





1132
Parlay API –Phase 4 Requirements
BT





1200
Deprecation Mechanism for OSA SCFs
Siemens





1211
LS to alignment meeting (i.e. CN5) providing Parlay ETS WG update
TelCordia





1135
Notes on backward compatibility
Ericsson





1192
Proposed UML -> WSDL mapping
Nortel & Lucent





1206
A Unified Approach for Parlay Realisation
Sun



















9.3
Parlay Content based Charging requirements








1197
Support for interactive confirmation
Siemens





1198
Support for stored confirmation
Siemens





1199
Support for relayed confirmation
Siemens





1226
Rating and Rate Synchronization API for the Content Based Charging
Comverse











9.4
Policy Management



Agenda of this session:

· Session 1

· Status of Policy Management Specifications

· Overview of Scope 

· Creating Rules: an example of call flows

· Specifications Walk Through

· Session 2

· Complete Specifications Walk Through

· Discuss Recommendations




1157
Policy Management JWG
Lucent
Introductory presentation of the Parlay Policy Management specifications., following the agenda above 

Status of Policy Management Specifications

Two documents for review: Policy Management Specifications and Data Definition Document. They have been approved by the Parlay TAC and now they’re brought to 3GPP/ETSI to take them ad extend them if desired.

Overview of Scope 

See slide; highlighted the Policy Repository that allows a 3rd Party to construct his own policy management.  

The PM specs are based on a Policy Information Model. They can be used to create specialised Policy Services (remember from Munich the split between Policy Management services and Policy Enabled services.

Creating Rules: an example of call flows 

See contribution 1154.

Specifications Walk Through
See contribution 1252.

Discuss recommendations

The presentation includes the following recommendations for extensions to the specifications:

· Free-form and bulk creation of rules

· Use of boolean operators 

· Extend BNF definitions of allowed expressions

· Variables in repository

· Conflict resolution heuristics

· Support policy statistics

· Access authorisation

Q: what are the implications on backwards compatibility of these extensions?

A: yes, it is believed that backwards compatibility will be preserved, for example for the first recommendation, it will still be allowed to have single rule creation.

Q: what is the idea about these extensions, will this be worked in the joint group or in Parlay? 

A: the idea is that the PM work is taken by the Joint Group. There is also the need to define policy-enabled services.

Next steps: for 3GPP Rel5, we need (asap, not much time left!) to make a cross-check with the 3GPP requirements, and also to incorporate these specs in our UML model. Sequence diagrams: there are some, though not extensive; there two more documents Parlay is going to hand over to the joint group:

· A working white paper exploring all the concepts: Sheryar will provide it.

· Sequence diagram and class diagram document: Karsten will ask Bernhard to provide this document (and also advise on the UML model).

Requirements cross-check: we need to study the possible different scopes, with 3GPP using OSA for 3rd Party applications and the current PM applicable for applications that are internal to the operator. We also need to check out the position in the architecture of PM, and to have it present in our stage 2. 

Requirements check: Musa, Ard-Jan and Chelo will discuss it, deadline December 19th. Impacts in the architecture: first discussion with SA2 on Wednesday. For Policy-enabled SCFs it is believed that there is no time for Rel5.

Parlay specs consider that PM is part of the Framework. 




1154
Policy Management Example Sequence Diagram
Lucent
Two examples to clarify the concepts of PM.

Example 1: Creation of a Policy Rule.

An ASP provides pre-paid services to the subscribers of a certain operator. The ASP discovers that, as part of the business logic of the applications it offers, the prepaid credit of the subscriber needs to be verified with regards to the current charge for the service in order to determine whether the purchase should be allowed or not. Rather than including this credit check in the business logic of each and every application that the ASP has in its service portfolio, the ASP may decide to enable a Policy Rule to be hosted in the Policy Engine of the Network Operator.

This example shows how to create a rule within a group within a domain, by means of conditions and actions, that the PM engine will evaluate.

Q: what is the difference between Domain and Group?

A: Domain is the highest container, semantically equivalent to the encapsulation of the whole PM domain (eg a QoS Domain, a CC Domain). A Group is a way to group together rules by context, it is a local container.

Q: when is a rule evaluated?

A: when the condition is satisfied, so it depends on how the condition is defined.

Q: how can a Policy Engine and an SCF from different vendors work together? Is it possible for a vendor to provide a standalone Policy Engine?

A: it should be possible to use anybody’s Policy Engine, but this is an implementation issue; the specification is about the interfaces between the Policy Engine and the Applications, and not the Policy Engine and the Network. The current specification is written upon the assumption that the interactions between the policy-enabled services and the Policy Engine do not need to be defined. It needs to be discussed if there need to be any modifications on this. This 

Q: what is called in this context a policy-enabled service, is it an application or an SCS?

A: it could be any of the two. Off-line clarification: it could be an SCS or an application that was developed by a 3rd Party and is hosted by the operator; for applications in the 3rd party domain the way to policy-enable them is internal to the 3rd Party or, in the Parlay model, it could be done by the Enterprise Operator.

Example 2: use of the Policy Repository

The repository is meant to hold unattached conditions and actions. The Network Operator can populate the repository with the conditions and actions that it can support. These may indeed be based on 'off-line' negotiations with the application developer. The application developer uses the conditions and actions in the Policy Repository to create rules for his own application. 

In the example application logic representated by AppLogic1 belongs to the Network Operator, whereas the application logic represented by AppLogic2 belongs to the ASP.

Q: Are interactions 1-8 within an OSA interface, or management that is internal to the operator?

A: they are within an OSA interface, because the possibility to have a 3rd Party administrator is supported.  




1252
Policy Management files
Lucent
Walk through the Parlay 3.0 Policy Management specifications, presented by Peter Heitman from Cisco.


9.5
PAM








1253
Presence and Availability Management Specs
TelTier



9.6
other








1139
Mapping to IMS Removal of section 12 in 23.218
Ericsson





1141
MPCC: SIP Mapping Tables
Ericsson





1142
OSA API MPCCS: SIP mapping open issues
Ericsson





1143
OSA Multi Media and ISC/SIP mapping: open issues
Ericsson





1153
Comments to N5-010965 SIP Mappings to MPCC
Lucent





1168
Inter-dependence of UI and Call Control
Lucent & ApEONA



10
Outgoing liaisons








1167
[DRAFT] Liaison Statement on Retrieval of Network Capabilities Requirement
Lucent
Based on discussions in Brighton this LS requests from SA1 a clarificaiton for their requirement on Retrieval of Network Capabilities. Two points are raised:

· The wording suggests that an application should be able to obtain this information starting from the subscriber.

· OSA/Parlay already supports a mechanism for applications to select SCS’s based on properties

Discussion of this document is postponed to the joint session with SA2 VHE/OSA.




1123
DRAFT LS reply from ETSI SPAN14 to SA1
Alcatel
This LS clarifies the organization of SPAN OSA requirements, for SA1 OSA to know because they have found out that there is a Work Item on requirements for OSA version 2 in ETSI SPAN14 and have sent them a LS suggesting to do this work jointly. The proposed LS response clarifies that SPAN14 has delegated the work on OSA requirements to SPAN12, and that thus they are part of the activities of the Joint Group, which is taking into account 3GPP OSA requirements.

Musa and Chelo to re-phrase it (N5-1257) to make sure that the work process is clear.




1157
Update of 1123












11
Organizational aspects






11.1
3GPP OSA Work Item Description
938
Rel5 OSA Stage 3 - Draft Building Block level Work Item Description
MCC





1124
Proposed modification to the 3GPP Rel5 OSA Stage 3 - Building Block level 
Work Item Description approved at CN#13 in Sept 2001
Alcatel



11.2
Review of 3GPP OSA workplan
936
3GPP OSA workplan
MCC











11.3
further work on 12076






11.4
further work on 12075






11.5
other








1119
List of CN5_CRs_to CN#14 (Version 3.0)
MCC





1256
List of CN5_CRs_to CN#14 (Version 4.0)
MCC





1247
Call For Experts for STF on Testing OSA
ETSI





1255
CN5 specifications as reflected by the MCC database (status 2001-11-23) - for CN5's Revision
MCC



13
Future meetings
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AOB






























































