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1. Executive Summary

The CAMEL SWG meet on the 8th July 2002 for a morning session after a request by SA#16 to attempt to resolve the issue of CAMEL Phase 4 subsets. Despite a relatively short meeting, the SWG was able to agree away forward that addressed the concerns raised by various companies yet satisfying the requirement to support partial implementations. The output of the meeting was a document that outlined the basic working assumptions for the support of partial CAMEL Phase 4 implementations. The working assumptions are covered in S1-021451, however, the main principles are: 

· VPLMN to HPLMN negotiation shall take place based on CAMEL Subscription Information at registration. 

· At service invocation, additional indication shall be provided from the VPLMN to the CSE to indicate features that are supported within the dialogue. 

As a result of the limited meeting time, it was not possible to draft a change request to TS 22.078 to reflect the working assumptions described in S1-021451. However, it was agreed that this working assumption document would be sent out to a wider SA1 audience in an attempt to seek email approval of the document.  The details of the email approval process will be made available at a later stage. This working assumption document should serve as input to CN2 and it is expected that the change request to 22.078 will be available for SA1#17 (Durango, 12th – 15th August). 

2. Approval of the Proposed Agenda

	S1-021359
	Proposed CAMEL SWG Agenda
	SWG Chair
	The meeting agenda was revised in S1-021450 to take into account new input documents submitted after the meeting deadline. 

Revised to S1-021450

	S1-021450
	CAMEL SWG Agenda
	SWG Chair
	Agreed.


3. Input documents

	S1-021453



	Way forward for the functional subsets in CAMEL Phase 4 
	Vodafone/T-Mobile
	The input document to SA (SP-020372) plenary that served as a background to the problem description. Noted

	S1-021385
	Liaison Statement on the removal of charging notification from CAMEL Phase 4
	CN2
	Not handled. Postponed to SA1#17.


3.1. Discussion Documents 

	S1-021289
	Vodafone’s position on Functional Subsets
	Vodafone
	Vodafone outlined their opposition to the creation of two CS subsets due to concerns of (1)insufficient time in Release 5 to complete the work and  (2) the relegation of CPH into what they would believe would become an optional feature. Further Vodafone despite the claim that standardising subsets would make inter-operability testing easier.  

Vodafone promoted the approach where the negotiation takes placed between the VPLMN/HLR  (ie at CSI level).

Noted

	S1-021308
	Subsets in the CS domain for CAMEL Phase 4 (for discussion)
	T-Mobile
	In a brief presentation T-Mobile provided an outline of their rational for the introduction of additional subset. Indications are that vendors will deploy partial implementations of CAMEL in a stepwise fashion and as a result T-Mobile would like to use CAMEL 4 features are they become available in a roaming environment. By standardising the subsets, the negotiation and testing should in theory be simplified. 

The main outline of the proposal is to split what is currently identified “Basic CS handling” into two ‘packages’.

Noted 

	S1-021310
	Support of CAMEL Phase 4 subsets
	Alcatel
	Contribution that supports the proposal for splitting the Basic CS handling package into two new subsets, where CPH is one of the subsets. Alcatel are clear to indicate that this does not propose any priority of the CS features. The proposal identifies the CPH capabilities and the resulting messages that the CSE can invoke. The main essence of the proposal is that the MSC indicates which operations it supports.

Noted

	S1-021358
	S1-021358, "CAMEL - Siemens position 

on the functional splitting"
	Siemens
	Discussion document that puts forward a solution that tries to address the concerns from the opposing parties. The essence of the   proposal is that existing ‘subsets’ are replaced with an indication from the MSC/SGSN of which ‘features’ are supported. This caused two major concerns for Vodafone : the first was related to the fact that the HLR now receives information that is not relevant (eg support of flexible tones) and secondly the use of a bullet list that identifies that a list of features, which is the main source of controversy, as again it may lead to the incorrect impression that CPH is an optional feature. This discussion document has a companion document, a change request to TS 22.078 to outline the contained proposal. 

This is available in S1-021378.

The main outcome of this document was the notion of subsets. By keeping the subset at the CSI level (eg O-CSI, VT-CSI, MG-CSI) the complexity at the HLR is reduced, thus there should be a negotiation between the MSC/SGSN and the HLR at CSI level, but when it comes to partial implementation the negotiation should take placed between the SGSN/MSC and the CSE. 

This document served a useful springboard to a solution eventually outlined in a working assumptions document S1-021451. 

Noted

	S1-021441
	CAMEL Functional Subsets
	SBC
	Position statement from SBC that does not support the split of the Basic CS Handling into two separate. Objections noted.

Noted


3.2. Change requests to 22.078

	S1-021309
	Functional Subsets for CAMEL Phase 4
	T-Mobile
	Not handled. 

Withdrawn.

	S2-021378
	Supported features of CAMEL phase 4 to be reported to the HPLMN/CSE
	Siemens
	The change request to 22.078 that accompanies S1-021358 as a possible compromise. 

Noted


3.3. Other Topics

4. Outputs

4.1. Output Documents

	S1-021458
	CAMEL SWG Report
	Lucent Technologies
	This document!

	S1-021451
	Working assumptions
	Vodafone, T-Mobile, TIM, Alcatel, Siemens, Lucent. 
	Result of the output of the afternoon drafting session after the basic principles were agreed during the SWG meeting. The meeting ran out of time and the participants (listed as the source) put together the basic principles. 
the main principles are: 

(1) VPLMN to HPLMN negotiation shall take place based on CAMEL Subscription Information at registration 

(2)At service invocation, additional indication shall be provided from the VPLMN to the CSE to indicate features that are supported within the dialogue. 

For email approval




4.2. Output Liaison Statements
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	Company
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	Olle Eriksson
	Ericsson
	olle.eriksson@era.ericsson.se

	Michel Grech
	Lucent Technlogies
	grech@lucent.com

	Harri Koskinen
	Nokia
	harri.o.koskinen@nokia.com

	Arnaud Druet
	Orange
	Arnaud.druet@orangefrance.com

	Ruth Hewson
	Vodafone UK
	ruth.hewson@vf.vodafone.co.uk

	Stefan Aprath
	Vodafone D2
	stefan.aprath@vodafone.com

	Christian Homann
	Alcatel S.A.
	c.homann@alcatel.de

	Manfred Leitgeb
	Siemens
	Manfred.leitgeb@siemens.com

	Michele Zarri
	T-Mobile
	

	Amar Deol
	Nortel
	deola@nortelnetworks.com

	Pierpaolo Palamà
	TI Lab
	pierpaolo.palama@tilab.com

	Georg Wegmann
	T-Mobile
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