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	Date:
	Mar 02nd, 2004
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	James Vanderbeek, Vodafone

	Secretary:
	Lena Kannappan, Orange


1 Agenda

1. IPR Call
2. Call for Scribe

3. Approval of Past Minutes: OMA-REQ-2004-0177R01-NI-meeting-minutes-CC-Feb17

4. Action Items

a. NM/MAP will create an Excel template filled in with their analysis

  
 
 for Location-identity use cases. The template will include 2 additional

   
 
 columns, 1 to allow cross-referencing of other use cases or marking

  
 duplication of a similar use case situation, the 2nd to allow

   

 identifying potential new requirements or changed requirements (in

  
 relation to the MWS NI existing reqmts).

       b.
 MB will submit an analysis for DM and Enterprise when the template

 becomes available; same will go for any future inputs of use case
analysis currently assigned/committed. The analysis can be partial (to
be completed later, possibly as a group).

       c.   AW will post an updated RD draft.

d. JV to submit updated WISPR before Feb. 20th (no change in WISPR).

e. IBM to submit the use case analysis for Charging for a later conference call

1.  Issues

b. Lack of progression

1. Lack of Discussion on the mail list

2. Contributions; Others

3. Review of submitted use cases for this call:

c. Location - Nilo Mitra

d. Device Management - Michael Brenner

e. Enterprise BOF - Michael Brenner

f. Games - Lena Kannappan

g. TBD - IBM

1. Next meetings:

h. Next CC - March 9

i. Kansas City F2F
1. Attendees

	Name
	Referred as
	Company
	Email Address

	James Vanderbeek
	JV
	Vodafone
	James.vanderbeek@vodafone-us.com

	Lena Kannappan
	LK
	Orange
	lena.kannappan@rd.francetelecom.com

	Peter Thompson
	PT
	Qualcomm
	peter.thompson@qualcomm.com

	Alan Swanstrom
	AS
	IBM
	alswans@US.IBM.COM

	Mark Pozefsky
	MP
	IBM
	poz@us.ibm.com

	Nilo Mitra
	NM
	Ericsson
	nilo.mitra@ericsson.com

	Mauricio Arango
	MA
	Sun
	mauricio.arango@sun.com

	Toppio
	OE
	Nokia
	

	Michael Brenner
	MB
	Lucent
	mrbrenner@lucent.com


Action Summary
· JV will post use case analysis on POC by Tue, March 09th CC.

· LK will post use case analysis on Games by Tue, March 9th CC.

· MA will send the use case analysis from Presence requirements by Kansas F2F (Mar 23, 24).

· MP/Joe M. from IBM will submit Charging related use cases analysis by March 09th, CC.
· Toppio/Senthil from Nokia to provide use case analysis for DRM by Tue, March 9th CC.
· Group to provide feedback to submitted use cases analysis : Location, DM and Enterprise.
Next meetings

Conference Call Tuesday March 02, 2004 @ 16:00 UTC / GMT

Intellectual Property Rights Considerations

None noted

Minutes

1. Roll Call

Taken.
2. Call for Scribe

Lena Kannappan, Orange, offered to take minutes.

3. IPR Call

None declared

4. Approve Agenda

Approved

5. Approval of past minutes - OMA-REQ-2004-0177R01-NI-meeting-minutes-CC-Feb17
Action Items review :

j. NM/MAP will create an Excel template filled in with their analysis

  
 
 for Location-identity use cases. The template will include 2 additional

   
 
 columns, 1 to allow cross-referencing of other use cases or marking

  
 duplication of a similar use case situation, the 2nd to allow

   

 identifying potential new requirements or changed requirements (in

  
 relation to the MWS NI existing reqmts). DONE
       b.
 MB will submit an analysis for DM and Enterprise when the template

 becomes available; same will go for any future inputs of use case
analysis currently assigned/committed. The analysis can be partial (to
be completed later, possibly as a group). Pending (need to use NEW template)
       c.   AW will post an updated RD draft. DONE
f. JV to submit updated WISPR before Feb. 20th (no change in WISPR). DONE
g. IBM to submit the use case analysis for Charging for a later conference call. Pending
James: No objections.

Past minutes were approved.

6. Issues

a.
Lack of progression

1. Lack of Discussion on the mail list
JV: We have tight timeline, considering the fact that we need to finish the RD by September (TP) and internally by June (REQ NI). The group needs to use the email reflector more for discussions. Lack of activity on the email reflector. 

PT: Agree

JV: Kansas city F2F dates are confirmed; do have room space blocked for NI breakout.

MP: The confirmed dates are March 23rd-25th.
2. Review of submitted use cases for this call: NONE
5. Location use case analysis : NM/Miguel
 Location use case analysis NI requirements Spreadsheet format submitted by Miguel/Nilo from 
 Ericsson. Document no# 0162R01
NM: There are 3 high level categories : 1. Authentication/session management; 2. Authorization; 3. Attribute Management

AS: Do we follow the same worksheet for other enablers ?

JV: We will create a separate worksheet for each enabler as it looks like an appropriate format. We can either attach this work sheet or add it as part of the appendix within the Reqmts document.

LK: Good work done by Miguel/Nilo. Does 3rd column requirement description is an interpretation of use cases ?

NM: Yes. It was discussed in detail during the last week conference call.

LK: Is the focus of this group to discover new NI requirements or identify NI requirements which are not implemented yet by MWS WG ?
JV: Both. First exercise is to collect all the NI related requirements for all of the enablers including: POC, Games, Location, Presence, DM, Enterprise, Charging etc.

8.
DM and Enterprise use case analysis : MB
MB arrived late to the call due to internal company meeting.
PT: Has the DM doc been posted to the website ?
MB: Yes, using old format. Document no# 0163

MB: general comment: If we are going to bring MWS requirements, we should not directly copy them as is. May be, we need to modify them before we use them per the goals of NI group’s charter. We may or may not call out requirements based on categories. We need to see how we structure them.

LK: Do you mean to say that we should have categories like Operator specific requirements; Service provider specific requirements ?

MB: May be. MWS is not the only group which handles NI requirements. If some of those requirements fall in DM group, then we need to see how DM group views this. For example, there is no privacy enabler today. It is interesting to see how privacy requirements are viewed by various enabler WGs. Some form of traceable ways is necessary.
NM: It’s not completely true when it comes to privacy. Talking about privacy, MWS WG just started working with Location WG and also started looking at privacy aspects of Location. PCP is extremely generic protocol. The protocol defines for example Attribute X is accessed by Identity Y. This is more than Location specific. 

MB: If we do not provide recommendations, then each WG is going to use the NI requirements their own ways.

NM: NI should be treated as an overlay over the structure. Our requirements are for framework and not for each WG.
JV: I agree.
MP: We are still in a Requirements definition process. 

AS, MA: Agree. 

MP: It may lead to a common Identity Management or policy framework. We don’t know at this point. 

JV: Let’s continue the discussions on the mailing lists and next week CC. Encourage everyone to provide feedback to submitted use case analysis : Location, DM and Enterprise.

8. AOB

None.
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