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INTRODUCTION

This document provides information to SWG2 Members on the TSG-SA discussions and conclusion on GUP Work. Companion documents T2-020425 (TSG-T decision on GUP Work) and T2-020427 ( GUP Work Organization E-mail March 26, 2002) also provide information on this subject.

BACKGROUND

At the T2#16 and SWG2#16 Sophia Meetings, an LS T2-020115 was approved for sending to TSG-T  with the following request for ACTION on the topic of overall GUP-related work coordination among various WG's - 

T2 requests TSG-T to bring  the following ACTIONs to TSG-SA for consideration by SA1 and SA2 - 

To Request S1 group to kindly consider the points about the roles of the working groups involved in, and affected by, the GUP work. 

To Request S1 group to kindly develop coordinated realistic requirements for all groups.

As described in T2-020425, a document TP-020087 was prepared and approved in TSG-T to be sent to TSG-SA (SP-020152). TP-020087 is attached to T2-020425.

DISCUSSION

TP-020087 was presented and discussed at the TSG-SA Meeting in Cheju Korea during March 11-14 as SP-020152. TSG-SA WG1 also had an LS, SP-020007 (T2-020337) on the same subject with essentially the same request for guidance. SP-020191, GUP Task List was introduced by Ericsson to guide the SA discussions.

The following extract from the TSG-SA Draft Minutes v.0.0.2 describes the discussion and conclusion regarding the way forward. 

“It was agreed that SA WG2 were most appropriate to do the initial architecture and object modelling and when detailed enough to hand over the individual tasks to the appropriate groups for elaboration.

TSG T were asked not to approve and place under Change Control the related documents until the work has been performed in SA WG2.”

EXTRACT FROM TSG-SA MINUTES Draft v0.0.2 (Section 8.3.1)

TD SP‑020152 Liaison from TSG T on guidance to coordinate Generic User Profile (GUP) work. This LS was introduced by the TSG T Chairman and makes suggestions on how to improve the current GUP work and asked TSG SA to consider this and provide guidance. TD SP‑020007 was considered with this contribution:
TD SP‑020007 LS from SA WG1: Generic User Profile (GUP) time scales. This was introduced by the SA WG1 Chairman and reported that SA WG1 does not necessarily agree that the Joint GUP Adhoc group is the optimal working group to be co-ordinating GUP work activities. However, it is recognised that co-ordination is needed across groups, and between work items. SA WG1 sought the advice of TSG SA on this matter. A contribution had been provided on this in TD SP‑020191 which was considered:
TD SP‑020191 Generic User Profile Task List. This was introduced by Ericsson. (Note: more companies were supporting this contribution than given on the source, but had not been added due to lack of time). The contribution provided a list of the different tasks within the Generic User Profile work and a proposed mapping of these tasks to the different WGs. TSG SA was requested to consider the suggestions and provide guidance accordingly. 

The SA WG1 Chairman confirmed that the SA WG1 document is not yet stable enough for presentation to TSG SA but that this should not be a barrier to the work continuing in other WGs (it has been sent to other WGs for information, but will be further elaborated in SA WG1). It was agreed that SA WG2 were most appropriate to do the initial architecture and object modelling and when detailed enough to hand over the individual tasks to the appropriate groups for elaboration. 

NOTE:
The Scope of the SA WG2 work will be broader than only architecture during this initial phase.

TSG SA will review this at the next meeting to monitor the progress of this approach. SA WG2 Chairman agreed to bring this to SA WG2 and acknowledged the need for co-ordination with other WGs with this work. A request that the potential new services resulting from this feature should be considered during the SA WG2 work, in order to keep the system flexible to new service requirements. TSG T were asked not to approve and place under Change Control the related documents until the work has been performed in SA WG2.

END OF EXTRACT

