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1. Background

During this plenary meeting, there was a verbal request by Ericsson to move responsibility of CP-080069, an already agreed WID by CT1, “WID for Support of Service-Level Interworking for Messaging Services Stage 3” to CT3. The WID is under the rapporteurship of HuaWei and co-signed by Acision, Comverse, China Mobile, Ericsson, Huawei, Telecom Italia, ZTE who with other words have committed to progress the work in CT1. 

The verbal argument given by Ericsson, which indeed should have been submitted in form of a contribution to the plenary for the supporting companies, as well as other companies interested in this work to evaluate the proposal before the meeting, was that CT3 is responsible for “interworking”, and as such a more appropriate group to take on this work.

While CT3 is indeed responsible for “interworking”, it must be understood what this “interworking” as defined in the Term of Reference of the CT3 really means:

Terms of reference
Link to terms of reference, updated at TSG#28 (doc CP-050030). 
CT3 is responsible for:

· Interworking between a 3GPP PLMN and external nodes or networks. 

The “interworking” to be specified in the proposed WID is completely different with what CT3 chart currently shows. Unlike interworking between ISUP/SIP, or SIP-SIP, the Interworking between SMS&IM is a service-level application interworking. 
Note also that IP-SM-GW is an Application Server which is completely different from inter-domain interworking entity like I-BCF.

Moreover, while CT3 has no expertise and previous work done with SMS, CT1 does have the right expertise and competence which was the reason the WID was originally submitted and agreed in CT1 and not CT3. 

 

Also to bear in mind is that interaction with SMSIP (which was developed in CT1) will be covered in MESSIW, e.g. the IP-SM-GW will choose to transfer the converted SMS by SMSIP or IM according to some policy, and hence more efficient to handle this in the same group.

 

2. Conclusion
Except offloading somewhat the CT1 work, there is no convincing argument seen at this time to move this work to CT3, as CT3 is not responsible for application level interworking. 
In order to not delay the progress of the work, HuaWei requests approval of the WID as agreed by CT1. 
As a matter of compromise, the co-signed companies, other interested parties, and the CT1 and CT3 Chairmen can launch a wider discussion after the plenary meeting and before the next WG meetings to sort out whether an agreement can be reached to move the work to CT3 or to keep it in CT1. Approval of the WID in this plenary will allow that a specification number can be allocated whether the WID ends up in CT3 or remains in CT1 and that the work is progressed rather than kept in limbo. 

