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1.
Introduction

JQG6 addresses IMT-2000 Management. It is a joint activity involving SGs 11 and 4. JQG6 is jointly chaired by John Visser, Nortel Networks, Canada, representing SG 11, and Geoff Caryer, British Telecom, UK, representing SG 4.

2.
Agenda

The agenda as proposed in TD3/11- Ottawa (99) 90(R1) was approved as modified and is provided as Attachment 1 to this report. The attendance list is provided at Attachment 2.

3.
Identification of Documents

The documents identified for discussion in JQG6 are listed in Attachment 1.

4.
Review of JQG 6 Experts Meeting Report (Cheju (99)

TD3/11- Ottawa (99) 82, the report of the last JQG6 meeting was verbally presented to bring all participants to a common reference point.

It was noted that although the primary aim of JQG6 is the inter family X interface, it is believed that the work will be equally applicable at intra family X interfaces. Therefore close co-operation with 3GPPs will be required to achieve this.

5.
Progress on Contents of M.3210.imt.sp(Configuration Management Functional Requirements – Service Provisioning)

TD3/11 - Ottawa(99) – 124  contained proposed scenarios to Establish IMT-2000 Inter-Family Roaming Agreements. These were agreed as modified by the meeting. 

The editor was requested to update the draft recommendation and reissue it to the JQG6 members for Email review. 

An example Roaming Agreement (WD1) was reviewed and used to confirm that the draft recommendation was in line with current industry practices. Members were encouraged to compare the draft recommendation against other roaming agreements to ensure that all current requirements have been captured.

Members were requested to bring examples of regional agreements to the next meeting.

7. Progress on Contents of M.3210.imt.sec (Security Management)

TD3/11 – Ottawa (99) – 94 contained proposed scenarios to support the current draft of M.3210.imt.sec. These were agreed as modified by the meeting. 

TD3/11 – Ottawa (99) – 93 contained the editors draft of M.3210.imt.sec. This was reviewed by the meeting. During discussions a number of issues were identified and were used to update the issues list attached to the report in Attachment 3.

The editor was requested to update the draft recommendation and reissue it to the JQG6 members for Email review.

7.
Progress on Contents of M.3210.imt.acc (Accounting Management Requirements and Analysis – Billing and Charging)

A number of issues arising from sections of Q.1721 (Q.fif) were discussed. The recommendations of the meeting were:

· Standardised accounting format – JQG6 propose that Q.1721 should refer to M.3210.imt.acc  for the standardised exchange of accounting information between visited  and home service providers.

· Advice of Charge – JQG6 were of the opinion that only the home service provider could provide the information for AOC, the visited SP would not know the home SPs charges unless the home SP provided the visited SP with a complete list of his charges or gave information on a call by call basis. No requirement to do this has yet been identified, by Service Providers, to supply the visited SP with a complete list of charges. The group did not believe that the management interface could assist in implementing a call by call AOC in the visited network, as this was a real time service and any exchange would have to take place across the NNI. 

· Pre Payment – Service Providers have not yet identified any requirements for implementing pre payment mechanisms between SPs at the X interface. 

From the example roaming agreement (WD1), it was identified that in addition to Call Detail records, the following accounting information would need to be supported for inter operator settlements:

· Billing Period (To/From Dates)

· Batch Sequence Number

· Batch Date

· Visited and Home Network Identifiers

· Total Airtime Charges

· Total Local Carrier Charges

· Total Long Distance Carrier charges

· Other Charges and Credits

· Total Taxes

· Total Charges

Members were encouraged to provide further input to update M.3210.imt.acc.

8.
Liaison Statements

No formal Liaisons were developed however the meeting agreed to make the meeting report and draft Recommendations available to relevant groups. Recipients are requested to review the documents and provide feedback to the next JQG6 meeting. 

The following members of JQG6 agreed to act as informal liaison:

· TR45.7


Thad Kobylarz

· 3GPP2


John Visser

· TMF Mobile Management Team 


Thad Kobylarz

· 3GPP


(Note 1)

· T1M1


Venkat Gopikanth

· ETSI


Geoff Caryer

Note 1 – No member of the team was able to act as liaison with 3GPP SA WG5. Until a volunteer can be found, the members will continue to liase via colleagues attending 3GPP and other informal mechanisms.

9.
Work plan

The meeting did not update the agreed work plan. The target date for completion of Service Provisioning (M.3210.imt.sp) and Security (M.3210.imt.sec) is end 2000.

For the new work item on Charging and Billing (M.3210.imt.acc) the target date will be set for mid 2001. 

No date was set for Fault and Performance Recommendations, this will be dependent on the availability of contributions and editors.

11.
Proposed interim activities

The next meeting of JQG6 will take place during the ITU-T SG4 meeting 24 January – 4 February 2000, the dates of the JQG6 meeting are yet to be finalised. 

The members of the group were asked to forward editorial comments direct to the editors and to continue to  progress the development of the 3 draft Recommendations by:

· developing UML use cases, 

· developing scenarios,

· complete information flow tables

Members were requested to discuss the draft recommendations and outstanding issues with Service Providers and interested consortia (3GPP and 3GPP2 etc.).

It was agreed to that an Email group should be established on the ITU TIES system for JQG6 either under SG4 or SG11.

Attachment 1

Agenda for JQG6

TITLE:

Draft Agenda for JQG 6 

____________________________

1.
Opening Remarks

2.
Agreement of Agenda

3.
Identification of Documents and Allocation to Agenda

TD3/11 - Ottawa(99) - 082
Meeting Report - JQG 6, June 14-25, 1999; Cheju, Korea (Co-Issue Managers)

TD3/11 - Ottawa(99) - 090
Draft Agenda for JQG 6 (Co-Issue Managers)
TD3/11 - Ottawa(99) - 093
EDITOR’S DRAFT OF DRAFT NEW REC. M.3210.IMTSEC (Editor)

TD3/11 - Ottawa(99) - 094
IMT-2000 Fraud management scenarios (Motorola)

TD3/11 - Ottawa(99) - 124
Information Flow Diagrams to Establish IMT-2000 Inter-Family Roaming Agreements (Lucent Technologies, USA)

TD3/11 - Ottawa(99) - 156
Accounting Attributes and Record Formats   (IETF)

TD3/11 - Ottawa(99) –WD1
Example Roaming Agreement   

4.
Review of Last Meeting (Cheju)

5.
Progress Content of M.3210.imt.sp

6.
Progress Content of M.3210.imt.sec

7. Progress Content of M.3210.imt.acc

8. Liaison Statements

9. Future Work Plan

10.
Interim Activities

11.
 Approval of Meeting Report and Liaisons (if any)

9.
Close 

_____________________________

Attachment 2

Attendance at JQG6

Jackson
Chan
Nortel Networks
Canada

Geoff
Caryer
British Telecom
UK

Venkat
Gopikanth
Motorola
USA

John
Visser
Nortel Networks
Canada

Frank
Peeters
Alcatel
Belgium

_____________________________

Attachment 3

Topic
Issue Number
Issue
Resolution

Roaming
1
Are Roaming agreements unidirectional (one home network to one visited network) or bi-directional (agreements between 2 parties to allow mutual roaming in each other’s networks)?



2
How much of the process can be automated and how much will require face to face negotiations?



3
Should the process be “one shot” (e.g. request, offer and acceptance/rejection) or a multi-step process of negotiation (e.g. request, offer, revised request, offer, revised request, offer, etc then acceptance/rejection)?



4
Do we need Roaming Agreement Numbers to individually identify agreements or is it enough to know the two parties involved (i.e. will there be there more than 1 agreement between a home and distant network)?



5
What security mechanisms are required for Roaming Agreements (e.g. Authentication and Integrity with Digital Signatures[not modifiable by the receiving party]).


Fraud Management
6
What information will Service Providers be willing to exchange to avoid fraud (e.g. Service Profiles or Security Criteria)?



7
Who make the decision to remove service, home or visited SP? In North America, after initial authorisation, the home SP is not involved in subsequent calls. Is this true in other regions (e.g. GSM/UMTS). 




Accounting
8
Do we need to include clearing houses in the Accounting model?
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