Yoo-mi

I noticed the CT5 email on the content management text - I think thats a good
approach. With regards to the terminal status; thats your call really - I know
AePONA as a company wont raise any concerns, so I hope your interpretation 
of the current wording on terminal status is shared by others. I dont anticipate
any problems here, I dont think that the other companies feel very strongly on
this service.

Regards

Eamonn

박유미 wrote: 

Hello Eamonn,
 

Thank you very much for your advice.

 

As you said,

"I would advise ETRI, that in the case of both the Content Management and the modifications
for Terminal Status, that they require, the existing wording in 22.127 would not be sufficient
to allow the changes in 29.199 - either through addition of a new part, or modifications to 
an existing part. ", Hyun-joo and I agreed with your advice regarding Content Management.

 

However, we think that requirement of Terminal Status would be described sufficiently in 22.217.

It had already considered the status of circuit terminal as well as packet terminal.

Actually, ETRI tried to expand the status of packet terminal at Seoul meeting. 

And I knew that Parlay/OSA Mobility SCF has already had the status of packet and circuit terminal. 

 


Therefore, we don't think to need to add words in 22.217 regarding modification of Terminal Status.

 

What do you think about that?

 

Thanks and regards,

Yoo-mi Park

 

박유미(Park, yoo-mi)
----------------------------------^.^
Senior Engineer
Open Service PlatformTeam
BcN Core Technology Group
BcN Research Division, ETRI
Tel : +82-42-860-6718
Fax : +82-42-861-1342

-----원본 메시지-----
From: "Eamonn Murray" <eamonn.murray@aepona.com>
From Date: 2007-10-18 오전 6:34:28
To: "Bae Hyun Joo" <hjbae@etri.re.kr>
Cc: "parkym@etri.re.kr" <parkym@etri.re.kr>, "Eamonn Murray" <eamonn.murray@aepona.com>
Subject: Re: Requirements socialisation

Hyun Joo

we were unable to hold a TAC call this week - I have asked the TAC companies delagates to 
make themselves available for a call on Monday.

To date I have not received any negative comments on the subject matter, be that the 
Content Management or the Terminal Status subjects. That said however, what we are
trying to debate is what the appropriate wording that will be acceptable in 3GPP OSA
stage 1 requirements document, 22.127, in particular to ensure that when CRs against
this document are brought in to SA1 that CT5 companies can advise their SA1 delegates
to support the contribution during the meeting.

I would advise ETRI, that in the case of both the Content Management and the modifications
for Terminal Status, that they require, the existing wording in 22.127 would not be sufficient
to allow the changes in 29.199 - either through addition of a new part, or modifications to 
an existing part. Therefore, I think you need to prepare the CR for SA1 meetings. In the 
absence of revised requirements, I dont see how the technical contributions themselves (stage 3)
can be agreed in CT5. Your email below suggests you havent decided whether to do this or not,
I think if you choose not to, no-one else will and the work cannot become part of the PX specs.

I suggest you prepare proposed requirements wording (CR template and change barred modifications 
to 22.127). Its then up to you whether you circulate that to TAC (I am happy to socialise this for you)
and/or CT5. In either case the purpose of socialisation is merely to find out whether you can
count on support in SA1 meeting - even to the extent of adding further named supporting companies.

I hope that this clarifies what you need to do, any further assistance please feel free to reply.

Regards

Eamonn

Bae Hyun Joo wrote:


Eamonn,
 

How's Parlay TAC conference call doing?
Are you going to present the result of Parlay TAC discussion/decision result (especially for requirement socialisation) at Paris meeting?
Content Management case, I need to decide whether input CR for this SA1 or not.
The schedule of SA1 is overlap with CT5(ETRI has no deligate at SA1 I have to present requiremnt if decided to go SA1), if Parlay TAC decide Content Management needs more study or consensus, we can discuss this at CT5 Paris meeting.
How's your consideration?
 

BR,
Hyunjoo

-----?? ???-----
From: "Eamonn Murray" <eamonn.murray@aepona.com>
From Date: 2007-10-09 ?? 12:34:23
To: ??? <hjbae@etri.re.kr>
Cc: "Eamonn Murray" <eamonn.murray@aepona.com>
Subject: Re: Requirements socialisation

Hyun-Joo

I have chosen to reply directly rather than to the exploder, as the following represents my own
views rather than a collection of views from contributors to TAC meetings.

I think that the Parlay X policy management requirement could be argued as already being
in existence, as Policy Management is clearly stated in the current requirements and we also
have a requirement for  Parlay X abstraction. If you feel that the current 3GPP stage 1 on
Policy Management is too restrictive then you may wish to make an update to 22.127, however
you would then need to be quite careful not to confuse SA1 on which requirements are only for
Parlay OSA and which are Parlay X (Note SA1 views the whole project as OSA).

On another note, if you are preparing a submission on CR for Content management, then 
if you would wish to circulate in advance for comments, I can certainly look to help identify
any potential issues or problems that may be evident - if you are happy to share with TAC
that would allow you to test the level of support that could be co-ordinated in SA1.

Regards

Eamonn

??? wrote:


Hi, Eamonn,

 

In case of Parlay X Policy Management, at Parlay Accelerator in Prague meeting(April 2006), team CRYSTAL made speclet "Policy Evaluation". 

After the accelerator, ETRI submitted Tdoc of Policy Management which was the revision of Policy Evaluation to CT5 Seoul meeting(may 2007) for socialisation. 

And at that time Julian requested draft file to input Parlay TAC.

The Tdoc and draft document for Seoul Meeting are attached.

 

Any comment from Parlay TAC will be appreciated. 

If any requirement socilalisation additionally needed, please let us know.  

And do you have any special approach to proceed this topic, it will be welcomed.

 

You can refer my answer about the Policy Management at your conference call with Parlay TAC today.

Other questions concerning content management, I am still working on it.

 

I wish it could be more reasonable if there was regular Parlay Meeting....

 

BR,


 

Hyun-Joo Bae
Electronics and Telecommunications Research Institute
Broadband Convergence Network Research Division 
Principal Member of Engineering Staff
Tel:82-42-860-5131 Fax:82-42-861-1342

-----?? ???-----
From: "Eamonn Murray" <eamonn.murray@AEPONA.COM>
From Date: 2007-09-29 ?? 1:03:13
To: "3GPP_TSG_CT_WG5@LIST.ETSI.ORG" <3GPP_TSG_CT_WG5@LIST.ETSI.ORG>
Cc: 
Subject: Re: Requirements socialisation

Hyun-Joo

thankyou for identifying topics of confirmed interest to ETRI with respect to Release 8 planning.

I have a couple of question in reply

You mention that to progress content management you are proposing to raise a requirement for such
via SA1. Can you comment on how this relates to the topics identified as ''Document Update and Retrieval" 
and "Content Management" in the previous document that was circulated to socialise requirements topics. 
My interpretation is that the interests of ETRI support the need for these particular requirements.

Furthermore, when discussing the requirement for content management previously, a number of companies 
expressed a view that this requirement may already be addressed through existing specification in particular, 
OMA XCAP. Have you considered whether an existing body of specification can fulfil your requirements, and if 
you feel there is still a need for further requirements and specification it would be good to circulate any further 
clarification that can help identify the distinct uniqueness of the ETRI requirements.

Finally, in your posting below you mention content management twice. Can you clarify the approach that 
you see appropriate for Parlay X Policy Management? 

I note the observation regarding deadline for SA1 contributions, thankyou. In addition however, it would
appear that the SA1#38 is not the final opportunity to submit requirements, however one that we should
probably still target in order to  retain the option of a later meeting to submit reworked requirements.

Regards

Eamonn 

??? wrote:


Hi, Eamonn and All
 

ETRI has submitted two new possible Rel 8 Parlay X TSs during recent JWG. Which are Content Management, and Parlay X Policy.
These are now pending status to submit as information to CT Plenary.
Content Management case, it was decided to go SA1 for new requirement processing.
Content Management has been future requirement item of both ETSI(Annex) and Parlay.
 

24th October(allocation of requirements to owning organisation) is too late to submit SA1 contribution(5 working day rule). SA1 begins 29th October.

Regards,
 

Hyun-Joo Bae
Electronics and Telecommunications Research Institute
Broadband Convergence Network Research Division 
Principal Member of Engineering Staff
Tel:82-42-860-5131 Fax:82-42-861-1342

-----?? ???-----
From: "Eamonn Murray" <eamonn.murray@AEPONA.COM>
From Date: 2007-09-25 ?? 9:48:41
To: "3GPP_TSG_CT_WG5@LIST.ETSI.ORG" <3GPP_TSG_CT_WG5@LIST.ETSI.ORG>
Cc: 
Subject: Requirements socialisation

All

the attached document has been produced within Parlay TAC. It is itended
to act as a vehicle
for discussion and input, in much the same way as the previous ETSI
document did for
earlier releases of the API specifications. Once again, as in the case
of the ETSI document,
the purpose of the document is to provide visibility of topics of
interest and through
providing a focus for discussion and socialisation, encourage companies
to co-ordinate
any contributions that may be necessary to bring forward to 3GPP where
appropriate.
The document itself, as in the case of the ETSI document it is intended
to replace, has
no status within 3GPP, and is not intended to replace or circumvent
existing 3GPP
requirements process, but merely act as a tool to focus discussions that
may be of
relevance to 3GPP releases.

This document has been circulated to all Parlay members, and is hereby
circulated to all
companies active in CT5 for information. Should your company wish to
participate in
further discussions on this document or submit further requirement
topics for socialisation,
you are encouraged to register on the Parlay Web site for the Parlay TAC
group.

The Parlay TAC shall faciltate weekly meetings on this document at 4 p.m
UK, 5 p.m CET,
10 a.m US central on the following dates.

Monday 1st October
Monday 8th October
Monday 15th October
Monday 22nd October

Regards

Eamonn

