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The following comments are made by CN1 experts to the N1-031185 (CN’s view on possible re-organisation of 3GPP charging specification work):

1. It is the responsibility of SA5 and SA to decide if the work on charging should be handed over to CN. The CN WGs can only offer proposals for handling such work if a handover is decided, in order to assist in making that decision.

2. Given the conflicting comments in the liaison statement, it is not clear from the liaison statement whether there is a resource limitation in SA5 SWG B or not. While all documents appear to have rapporteurs, the participation in SA5 SWG B is apparently less than that which the CN WGs would regard as ideal to ensure adequate contribution against the specifications, and to allow peer review of other organisations contributions. Any proposal for a structure to include the charging work within CN would need to improve this position. From this assessment, it would seem that options such as creating a new CN WG would not resolve these issues, and that the in the long term, the work should be integrated within the workload of an existing CN WG. If a new WG is created, then it should at least be combined with other work already existing within CN.

3. CN1 would see little correlation between the work that it is performing and that within SA5 SWG B. Some of its expertise could be useful in addressing issues in TS 32.225, and its release 6 equivalent. However, to make use of this expertise would mean a further dismemberment and restructuring of the charging specifications which would have little value to the end user. Therefore the charging specifications should probably be kept together in a group other than CN1.

4. The CN5 work on charging is mentioned. As this is mentioned, it should also be appropriate to mention the equivalent work in CN2. CN1 agrees that work already being performed by CN2 and CN5 should remain in these groups.

