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	Group:
	JWS OMA MCC/3GPP/3GPP2
	 FORMCHECKBOX 
 OMA Confidential

	Format:
	F2F Frankfurt

	Date:
	2005-01-29

	Chair:
	Jouni Kaivarainen, Telia Sonera, Jouni.Kaivarainen@teliasonera.com 

	Secretary:
	Victoria Gray, Forapolis, Victoria.gray@forapolis.com 


1 Agenda

OMA-MCC-2005-0020R01-JointWorkShop-Agenda-29Jan2005
2 Attendees

OMA-MCC-2005-0019-JointWorkShop-Spreadsheet-Participants-Docs
3 Actions

· AP OMA MCC to communicate with OMA POC and OMA PAG regarding Charging items from 3GPP/3GPP2.

· AP OMA MCC to collect any Presence information regarding charging and to inform 3GPP/3GPP2.

· AP Gerald Goermer, Siemens, 3GPP to create a CR to update the WP in relation to the latest versions of specs/CRs.
4 Next meetings

N/A
5 Intellectual Property Rights

Members and their Affiliates (collectively, "Members") agree to use their reasonable endeavours to inform timely the Open Mobile Alliance of Essential IPR as they become aware that the Essential IPR is related to the prepared or published Specification.  This obligation does not imply an obligation on Members to conduct IPR searches.  This duty is contained in the Open Mobile Alliance application form to which each Member's attention is drawn.  Members shall submit to the General Manager of Operations of OMA the IPR Statement and the IPR Licensing Declaration.  These forms are available from OMA or online at the OMA website at www.openmobilealliance.org.

No issues

6 Document Disposition

N/A
7 Minutes

Review and Agree Agenda OMA-MCC-2005-0020R01-JointWorkShop-Agenda-29Jan2005
The agenda was agreed.
3GPP specifications: TS32.272, TS32.298, TS32.299 (PoC1 Stage2 and Stage 3 for Charging) 

TS32.272 

Middle tier specification, PoC charging information
TS32.298

This document contains the CDR’s for PoC.

TS32.299
This document contains online charging details. This document is not necessarily relevant to OMA work.
S5-054015 TS32.272_PoC_v0.4.0.zip
S5-054170 TS 32.272-050 PoC.zip

The document was presented by Gerald Goermer, Siemens.
Feedback on documents and comments received

OMA-MCC-2004-0206-MCC-comments-to-TS32272-Working-Document.zip 
The document was presented by Jyrki Martti, Nokia.
OMA MCC will further discuss this document during their Frankfurt meeting and the comments sent to 3GPP.
The comments should be sent before the next 3GPP meeting in March.

Some of the comments have already been discussed and included in the version 0.5.0 of the specification.

OMA MCC will ask OMA POC group to contribute with comments in addition for 3GPP.

The OMA MCC comments were made to version 0.3.0 and should be added to version 0.5.0
S5-054156 S5-050030 OMA-MCC-2004-0204.zip
The document was presented by Jyrki Martti, Nokia.

A response to the LS has been received from 3GPP.
It was reiterated that 3GPP SA5 only have one point of contact in OMA with OMA MCC and not with OMA POC and OMA PAG.

· AP OMA MCC to communicate with OMA POC and OMA PAG regarding Charging items from 3GPP/3GPP2.

· AP OMA MCC to collect any Presence information regarding charging and to inform 3GPP/3GPP2.
Discussion on PoC 2 charging specification
Implementation of the Worksplit Document – Feedback and Open Issues
Overview of the Worksplit to date
OMA-WP-Charging_Worksplit-V0_1-20050128-D
The document was presented by Robert Tornkvist, Ericsson.
The document is work in progress.  Input has been received from 3GPP and 3GPP2.  

The scope remains to be determined for the document.

Input contributions from the 3 organisations are asked for in order to complete the document and should be sent via OMA MCC.

It should be assured that the latest versions of all documents/specs/CRs are used in order to keep the WP up to date.

· AP Gerald Goermer, Siemens, 3GPP to create a CR to update the WP in relation to the latest versions of specs/CRs.
There remain various editor notes in this document which need to be resolved.

This current document implies that 3GPP would need to hand over to OMA the responsibility for the RO, RF interfaces.  This would not be an ideal situation.
OMA MCC does not intend to create parallel interfaces to RO, RF interfaces from 3GPP.

One suggestion was for OMA and other organisations to be able to add (Attribute Value Pair) AVP’s to the interfaces but this could end up having a huge impact on the interfaces and network.

It was stated that OMA is the best place to define the requirements for Charging with regards to OMA enablers being developed.  However OMA should not be making enhancements to the radio interfaces such as RO and RF of other organisations.
Parameter and protocol development must be done in one place only.

Another view is that OMA should be responsible for development of charging on all levels so long as this work is done in very close cooperation with 3GPP/3GPP2 and any other organisations which will utilise OMA enablers.

One view is that a single place for the development of AVP’s needs to be decided, e.g. OMA, which the other organisations will reference. The Charging application is in the operator network.  OMA need a charging protocol for which RO, RF seems to be suitable.  However OMA could build fur their applications on top of this protocol.

Additions could be made o the RO, RF 3GPP protocol however with certain limitations for example not going beyond the scope of the organisation.
Within 3GPP there is already some form of cooperation internally between the groups with regards to AVPs and their distribution. 

3GPP are suggesting that if revenue is being sought from the operator mobile network that the RO, RF interface should be used as it is well defined.

From an OMA irrespective they would like to know on an application level is there a single protocol/interface which they can recommend which will work irrespective of the underlying charging infrastructure, 3GPP/PP2, IETF, credit card infrastructure etc.
Can the protocols be extended in the future to envelop multiple infrastructures not simply 3G networks and in that case which organisation will be responsible for doing this work?

Requirements can be sent from OMA to 3GPP for example however if 3GPP consider the requirement to be out of their scope they can refuse to incorporate it into their work.

3GPP are asking that stage 1 requirements be developed in OMA and fed into 3GPP as requirements.  3GPP will complete the stage 2 and 3 enhancements will be done within 3GPP so long as revenue from a 3G network operator is within the scope of the requirement.
OMA can go ahead to develop new AVPs so long as they do not concern the 3GPP RO, RF network operator infrastructure in the case where revenue is being sought from the mobile operator network as AVPs from external organisations will not be accepted.  In any other cases OMA can develop AVPs and add to the RF, RO interfaces if necessary. In the second case 3GP will not interfere.

OMA need to store AVPs somewhere as they will use AVPs which are not unique to 3G. Therefore it would be one solution to have OMA be the centralised point for all AVPs.

It was noted that it is impossible to create a single interface to all of the various application layers, credit card companies for example all have proprietary solutions which can not all be catered to.
· AP Jyrki to make the necessary changes to the Principles section of the Worksplit document following the discussion.
S5-054151 S5-050015 OMA-MCC-2004-0186R01.zip
The document was presented by Karl-Heinz Nenner, Siemens.
The document was noted.
S5-054157 S5-050031 OMA-MCC-2005-0001.zip
The document was presented by Siemens.

The question is how does the OMA charging function know whether to use online or offline charging.
3GPP assume that offline charging is done with service delivery.  Online charging is done before the service is delivered.  OMA agree with these assumptions however they do not use the same terminology as in 3GPP.  In the OMA diagram it could be considered that there would be ‘cascading CTFs’ rather than online/offline.
There are various different deployment scenarios which need to be considered.
The charging location remains to be decided, OMA or 3GPP environment?

The document was noted.

Presentation and Discussion of the MCC Charging enabler progression

Overview of Schedule of the Charging Enabler OMA-WISPR_0087-charging-V1_1_3-20041118-D.zip

The document was presented by Jouni Kaivarainen, Telia Sonera.

Stage 1 – Requirements document completed end 2004.

Stage 2 – Architecture development – should be completed end March 2005.

Stage 3 – Specification phase – should be completed end Sept.  2005.  During this phase the requirements will be revisited and if thought to be out of scope will be handed over to 3GPP/2
Overview of the AD work to date
OMA-AD_Charging-V1_0-20041116-D 

OMA-MCC-2005-0022
The document was presented by Karsten Luettge, Siemens.
The Rf and Ro interfaces are referenced in this presentation.  This was done and expected that they be used on a conceptual level and not as 3GPP interfaces.
The question arose that this could limit the use as it limits the use to 3GPP only and restricts other organisation technologies from being implemented.

Online charging may be bi-directional as it may be related to a pre-paid account where budget/credit left is checked before providing a service.

3GPP/3GPP2 AOB

TSG-X Correspondence regarding Input to Joint Charging Workshop.pdf
X00-20041206-049ar1 OMA-MCC-2004-0168-Annotated-OSE CSN comments.doc
The document was presented by Betsy Kidwell, Lucent.
The document proposed some modifications and asks for clarification on the term ‘loyalty’.  The workshop decided to reply to the LS to 3GPP2 and state that these modifications will be made by OMA MCC in the work split document. 
CDR terminology change was agreed.  It should be specified when using the acronym CDR whether or not it is Call Data Record or Charge Data Record.

The ‘loyalty’ terminology change was agreed and OMA MCC will further discuss the wording to be used.
The response document OMA-MCC-2005-0024 was agreed. 

Official response on Landscape 

OMA-MCC-2004-0178 is the official response from 3GPP and requires no further action.
Future Planning
3GPP2

There is nothing further to discuss for now but perhaps in the future.

3GPP

Once the development of AVPs begins it would be useful to meet. Perhaps later in 2005.
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