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1. Introduction

As reported by SA5 chairman, at the last SA#20 plenary, reorganization of SWGB was discussed based on the status report of SA5. The following are excerpts from the note by Michael. 

“The raising of SA5 SWG-B resource issues on slide 18, prompted Lucent to raise the possibility that SWG-B could move entirely to a TSG-CN group.

There was some support from the floor for the suggestion and the CN chair also said it was worth considering.

T-Mobile delegates represented suggested no decision be made at this meeting, SA agreed and delegates were asked to consider the proposal between now and SA#21.”
CN chairman also asked  CN-WG3 or CN-WG4 to consider the reorganization to CN WG  at the next CN-WGs meeting.  This contribution proposes NECs view on this issue.

2. Discussion

Next CN-WGs (CN3 and CN4) will discuss this reorganization issue which will be held on 25-29 August 2003 , i.e. 1 week before the next SA5#35 meeting. Thus SA5 should decide the issue at this meeting and propose CN3 and CN4 to solicit the discussion based on the producing LS from SA5. Besides that, at the next SA5#35, SA5 should send the reorganization proposal  to SA#21 plenary for requesting for guidance. 

Taking into account the current situation, resource issue of SWGB becomes critical for developing new Rel 6 specifications such as WLAN online/offline charging or improving the existing Rel 5 specifications such as IMS charging, etc.  One alternative is reorganization of SWGB to CN-WG as discussed at the SA plenary and the second  alternative is reorganization of SWGB within SA5. It is unlikely that second alternative will solve the resource issue because critical point is the scarceness of charging experts. In this context, CN-WG experts are also charging experts one way or the other.  At least  it is apparent that CN-WGs consists of larger delegates than SA5.SWGA, SWGC or SWGD in terms of number of charging experts.  

Third alternative is keeping SWGB as it is and request vendors and operators to participate more SWGB. However, there is no specific reasons for the companies to express willingness to participate the SWGB from the next meeting unless something is changed.  Many companies perhaps can not assign the delegates to only charging related issues. On the other hands, charging experts may be interested in core network related procedures rather than other OAM.

The fourth alternative is transfer of part of charging responsibility from 3GPP to OMA.  Some charging specs may be also interested by OMA experts, for example MMS charging, Presence, Messaging charging, etc. However, the current structure of charging specifications does not consist of service bases. Thus it may be difficult to such a transfer unless structure of charging specs is changed. 

Based on the discussion above, NECs preferable alternative is the first alternative: i.e. reorganization  of SWGB to CN-WGs(cn3 or cn4). The reason for this is already described above: i.e.

CN-WGs has larger charging experts or charging interesting experts than SA5 delegates other

 than SWGB.

Some companies have difficulty to participate SA5 regularly due to resource problem.

It is appropriate timing to consider reorganization of SWGB to CN-WG as CN-WGs will reduce the number of WGs from 5 to 4 in spring 2004.

3. Proposal

As discussed in section 2, this contribution proposes the following:

- proposal to send LS to CN3 and CN4 stating that reorganization of SWGB to CN-WGs is a preferable way forward from SA5 point of view. 

- proposal to send LS to SA#21 plenary based on the results of discussion at the next SA5#35, taking into account the results of CN3 or CN4 at the next CN-WG meeting.

