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1) Collaboration workspace structure

a. All documents are available on TMF collaboration workspace called “Joint Liaison Statement – Service and Subscription”
See:  http://www.tmforum.org/cws/view_folder.aspx?team_ID=240

b. Discussion about whether to put documents in folders vs. putting them in meeting dates. 
c. Decision:

i. Meeting folder  – agenda, minutes

ii. Document folders – contributions, working documents…

2) Leen presented documents in minutes 

a. A bit difficult to follow given there was no Webex
Action: Jessie will work with Debbie/Leen to make sure we have web meeting setup for next meeting.

b. Goal is to start validating assumptions in the documents

c. Each person should upload documents relevant to their areas

Action:   Leen – TISPAN, Jessie – TMF, Thomas?- 3GPP
d. We need editor for 14t_8TD0034 which will be starting point for this work. No editor identified in this meeting.
e. Next meeting we will have strawman proposal on this document

3) Review of LS documents

a. Officially Joint SuM team – 3GPP/TISPAN/TMF

b. Documents can be found in “liaison” folder

c. Liaison sent 10/2007 to TMF with positive response
d. Current work in SuM in 3GPP completed (release 7). They don’t really have a new topic, so no new work is being done in release 8. It could be that our work leads to insights for SA5 to define new work.

e. 3GPP – to get work item, you need at least 4 supporting companies

4) Report of the prep call of March 18th
a. Reinforced statement that we are working group, not just status reporting

b. Action:  Jessie to change meetings to once every two weeks in 3/18 minutes
c. No opposition to items in meeting minutes

d. Shlomo: What is procedure for submitting contributions?  People should upload documents directly, and then send out a courtesy email to the group indicating the document is available

e. Debbie explained CWS privileges, and she can change them upon request

5) Workplan

The proposed Work plan (Doc 1-3) was reviewed; results:

a. the agreement to work along the lines of the 4 items under Phase 1 was confirmed; Next steps:

b. Step 1: some documentation has already been made available as attachments to liaison statements; to make them readily accessible to all team members, they will also be uploaded to the CWS

Action:

i. Leen will send ETSI specs to Debbie

ii. Istvan will send 3GPP specs to Debbie

iii. Debbie will upload these, together with applicable TM Forum specs

c. Step 2: the team has been established, completed

d. Step 3: it is doubtful whether we will have enough material to expect a fruitful face-to-face meeting in May. Debbie informed about the possibility to meet collocated with a TM Forum meeting in Washington in June; because of travel regulations for some delegates, a strong preference for ETSI premises is expressed; 

e. Conclusion: based on the progress of the work in the next few month, we will assess whether and when a face-to-face meeting may be held.

Discussion items:

a. Avi proposed that items  #1 and #3 in proposed phase I really go together -  defining terminology and the mapping of entities to the eTOM.
b. The mobile community had to put all subscriber/user data out into the network – subscriber data is for service provisioning, delivery, based upon contract signed by the subscriber – on the other hand, we had the user, it was also put in common database (HLR) with subscriber data.

c. eTOM is mostly used in processes on IT side – 3GPP? Do we need to question the eTOM for mobile?

d. Phase I processes – when we do this mapping, we are using eTOM, but what would be the official version of the eTOM we should be using?  

Action: Josh to make eTOM v8 available to the group.  
e. If we have some processes that we are to handle, but are not in the eTOM, we need to include them

6) Presentation of status is each group
JJT presented an Overview of SuM activities in WG8 (Doc 1-7); comment:

· according to the description on slide 13, all NOSIs have a CRUD-style interface, this may be correct for the NGN FE NOSIs, but the SCAI NOSIs are expected to expose a more SOA-style interface, like the MTOSI approach; it was agreed that this is a good point for later discussion in the team.

Leen asked if the 3GPP and TM Forum could provide similar introductions to their work on SuM for the next call. Shlomo informed that SuM is still a subject under discussion in TM Forum, therefore a presentation will be just a snapshot of the current situation. Josh added that TM Forum will also provide an introduction to (the status of) the eTOM.

7)  Closing of the meeting

The next meeting was confirmed to be on 16 April, 16:00 - 18:00 CET. In future meetings, the GoToMeeting facility will be used, Debbie/Jessie will arrange that

