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Abstract of the contribution: Discussion on what needs to be editorially and structurally addressed in the 33.10x series vs. addressed in the 33.12x series to set the stage for transition
For discussion.

We are about to open up a new/”next gen” series of LI specifications (33.126, 33.127, 33.128 hence forth noted as “33.12x) based on the existing 33.10x series of existing LI specifications.  The intent is, looking forward, to find a way to more efficiently specify Lawful Intercept requirements (stage 1), architecture (stage 2), and solutions/protocols (stage 3).

To enable this, it has been tabled to start with the existing 33.10x specs as the baseline for the 33.12x specs.  This makes sense at a practical level given we collectively do not have the resources to build the Nex Gen specs from scratch.  However, the current specifications (33.10x) are in a need of a good editorial and structural clean up, and may not be well structured to address the application of LI to the evolving EPS/LTE/VoLTE, NFV, SDN, MEC, CIoT, “5G” et al (tele)communications space.

Looking at the existing specs as the baseline for the 33.12x series there is a spectrum of potential issues to be addressed.  These range from minor editorial nits, questionable external ties & references, questionable internal references, consistent nomenclature and term usage; then to the overall documents structure. Examples appended below.

The following questions are tabled as points for discussion (not following ETSI editorial rules):

1) What / to what extent should the existing 33.10x series be “cleaned up” as both the basis of the root of the 33.12x series, and as a maintained technology specific reference series for a determined time period?

2) What are the criteria for submissions to the “legacy” 33.10x series once the 33.12x series is established?

3) Addressing ETSI TC-LI ‘s moving referenced specifications to “Historical”; and folding in ETSI TC-LI work on advancing  X-1x/2/3 interfaces

4) Closing on a high level functional architecture.  E.g., addressing Mediation vs. Delivery (vs. transport) functions (role & naming) . Then add in the realities of virtualization, new roaming models, etc.

5) Closing on a common/agreed naming convention across specifications (and with ETSI ?) with #4.

NOTE:  The question(s) here are not about how to address all the new (“5G et al”) bling stuff but more just how to manage the documentation transition to the next gen specs such as to be able to better address the next and next gen technologies/bling while maintaining the existing “status quo”.

JUST examples:

Minor nits: 

· use of capitals (Lawful Intercept vs. Lawful intercept vs. lawful intercept)

· use of possessives; e.g. “his” vs. “their” when referring to ownership of network or function

· structure of lists (bullets labels, and  readable lists vs. sub-lists)

Usage:

· “subject” vs. “target” (“Target”) vs. “subscriber”

· “telecommunications” vs. just “communications”

· “technical” xxxx (identity, name, etc.); what does “technical” mean ??

· “network” vs. “network/access/etc. provider” vs. “service provider” vs. “operator “when mapped to responsibilities/obligations

· “function”, vs. “network function, vs. “functional entity”,  vs. “functional node” vs. etc.

References:

· how tight a tie to (European, EU et al) specs, especially “ESs” (e.g., ETSI ES 201 671) ?

· how to merge with ETSI TC-LI and CYBER endeavours to a new set of specs for XI1/2/3 and related security recommendations

· how to fold in ATIS docs/support

Reference architectural model(s);

· what is the basic model representation capturing the relationship between the LEA(s) and CSP(s) that can be used as the baseline for specifying  the interfaces and protocols moving forward ? (HI1/2/3, X1/X1-x/2/3 etc.)   OK, A hot topic on forward looking architecture and how to specify ….

· The ongoing MF vs. DF vs. MF/DF discussion …

· How to better structure 33.107 -> 33.127 overview to not have to lay out every possible functional architecture (or not …)

