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1
Opening and approval agenda
730
Proposed agenda
N5 chairman
Election of the ETSI SPAN 12 OSA project leader will take place after lunch. This will not effect the 3GPP side of things. 


2
Allocation of documents
731
Document allocation
N5 chairman



3
Reporting






3.1
CN5/SPAN12/Parlay
476
Report Sophia Antipolis
N5 chairman
Approved.


3.2
SA5#22 meeting
750
Presentation to SA5
N5 vice chair
SA5 is in charge of all telecom O&M in 3GPP. Chelo has presented our group and the work we are doing to SA5 as SA5 was concerned that there was an overlap in the work going on. It was noticed that there was a gap in the 3GPP specifications related to architecture for e.g charing for IMS. 

SA5’s interest is not so much in the OSA interface, but in the data we collect below the API.

Need LS to SA2 and SA5 to request guidance on the overlapping items like fault management and charging. Still need to answer the original LS from SA5. Chelo will volunteer.










4
Liaison Statements








740
LS on IP Based Multimedia Services Framework Report
SA1
LS is draft result from SA1 group on Services. Services are not standardised, but examples are needed to get the interfaces right. They also verified that there are Service Enablers enough.

Examples are maybe not detailed enough to understand whether they have been looking at OSA as well. Roaming was main driver. Maybe we need to answer their LS by asking whether OSA was considered.




741
Reply from SA5 to SA1 on LS on basic and advanced services examples (S1-010271/ S5-010302)
SA5
Reply from SA5 on 740. We could base our response to SA1 on this LS.




742
LS from SA5on Management aspects of OSA
SA5
SA5 response on Chelo’s presentation. Will be answered in the same LS to SA2/SA5.




743
LS on "Access Point Name" usage
SA5
Noted.




744
Response to Liaison Statement on "Progressing the work in SA3 and CN1 on the IP Multimedia core network subsystem"
CN1
Noted.

Concerned about addressing and SIP protocols.

Needs to be rediscussed at Brighton meeting.




745
Requirements from Eurescom 
Eurescom











5
API interfaces OSA version 1






5.1
status 12070








900
51 CRs to 29.198/29.998 Rel-4 agreed by CN5 at and post CN5#12 meeting for submission to CN#13 for Approval
MCC
This contribution includes a document that contains the list of 56 CRs that we’re presenting to the Beijing plenary, and the CRs themselves.

Adrian gives an introduction on the correct use of the CR template (for example the correct WID for Rel4 is OSA1), and on the editorial modifications he’s done on the agreed CRs.



Common Data








815
Errors and Corrections required for 120070 specifications
Lucent





816
Editorial changes required for 120070 specifications
Lucent





831
General Issues with the of 3GPP, ETSI and Parlay specifications
SUN



5.2
Framework








773
Handling of ServiceType at service registration
Ericsson
This contribution raises the problem that currently in the specification it is not clear what happens when a registerService() is used. This contribution proposes that the state of the ServiceType is called “available” or “unavailable” (instead of enabled/disabled, as it is now) in the Framework, and that the behaviour is the following:

· When the ServiceType is unavailable and the service wants to register against this type, a new exception will be raised, P_SERVICE_TYPE_UNAVAILABLE. 

· When the ServiceType is available the registration can proceed and when it has succeeded the ServiceID will be returned (as already stated in de description).

As a result the following changes are proposed: the method description of registerSevice() is changed to clarify the exact behaviour, the description of data type TpServiceTypeDescription is clarified and a new exception to the Common Data part of the specification is added.

Discussion: how to deal with this CRs for Parlay and ETSI? This is related to having a Parlay 3.1 or not. Richard reports from the Board the current discussion on whether 3.1 (for which a date has not been agreed at the moment, but could be agreed for the plenary) may have new functionality, which cannot be settled. This discussion is postponed until it’s been addressed with the Parlay Board. Ard-Jan and Chelo will discuss with them at lunchtime. In the meantime it is proposed, for the contributions to this meeting, to split them into urgent corrections (without which Parlay 3.0 would not work) and corrections which could wait for 3.1).

Fresh news from the Parlay Board: 3.1 is targeted for the first quarter of 2002 (if ready before even better), and will just incorporate errors and fixes, and a UML-to-XML mapping.

It is reminded that it’s been agreed that this meeting is the last chance for CRs for Rel4 (and therefore changes to Parlay 3.0 and ETSI version 1).

Back to the contribution: proposed to change the file “Reasons for Change” to make it clearer that this is not just a name change proposal. 

Agreed with editorial corrections. To be included in Parlay 3.1, and in a Rel4 CR to the December CN plenary. 

Updated to N5-010791, N5-010792 (one for the Framework, one for Common Data).




791

Ericsson
Update of 773 for the Framework






792

Ericsson
Update of 773 for the Common Data






774
Framework exceptions
Ericsson
This contribution points out some exceptional situations are not properly described in the specification:

1. What exception should be thrown when a requestAccess is received without specifying a callback interface.

2. What exception should be thrown when an announceServiceAvailability is received and the serivceInstanceLifecyleManagerRef is not specified.

3. What exception should be thrown when a signServiceAgreement is received for a serviceToken that is not correctly signed by the application.

4. What exception should be thrown when the abortAuthentication is received after the access is already requested.

The contribution proposes the following solutions:

1. When no callback is specified in the requestAccess a P_NO_CALLBACK_ADDRESS_SET exception is thrown, since the framework should have a callback reference for the case where the access is terminated from the framework.

2. When the announceServiceAvailability is received without a reference to the lifecycle manager, a P_INVALID_PARAMETER value is thrown. Since it is not a callback in the strict sense of the word, but a reference to a different interface, this exception is more appropriate then the P_NO_CALLBACK_ADDRESS_SET exception

3. When the application failed to sign the service agreement and invokes a signServiceAgreement on the framework, the framework will throw a P_INVALID_SERVICE_TOKEN exception, since the token expires at the moment the signing by the application failed.

4. Since abortAuthentication only makes sense during the authentication phase calling the abortAuthentication after the access is already returned, this is considered as a illegal sequence of events and hence a P_TASK_REFUSED exception is thrown in this case.

Question: issue #1 is applicable to any method with such a parameter, so why not generalising it? Answer: this exception is part of the common exceptions, so the modification in the “raises” clause is not necessary – although the mention in the method description could still remain. Not agreed. 

Issue #2: the correct name for the exception is P_ILLEGAL_PARAMETER_VALUE. Gary will prepare a further contribution on this (a CR to Rel4: N5-010832).

Issue #3: there is a mismatch is the two descriptions of use of the P_INVALID_SERVICE_TOKEN. Agreed that the first one (the one proposed in the contribution) is the one that best reflects the idea, and that the second one should be removed. 

Issue #4: we say in the Framework that the client may be requested to authenticate any time again during the Access Session, so it is not true that abortAuthentication is always illegal after the Access Session is established. Agreed, so this part of the contribution is no agreed.

Only the point mentioned above for issue #3 is agreed, and will be made into a new contribution (a CR to Rel4): N5-010777.




832

SUN





777

Ericsson
Update of 774






851
Agreement management
Ulticom
The TpInterfaceName P_SERVICE_AGREEMENT_MANAGEMENT is missing. The contribution proposes to add P_SERVICE_AGREEMENT_MANAGEMENT in the defined values for TpInterfaceName.

The contribution is a CR to Rel4. Agreed, and will be presented to the December plenary.




890
Event notification Sequence Diagram error correction
Huawei
In the current sequence diagram of Event notification, the application logic gets the reference of IpEventNotication using the obtainInterface() method, and then creates an IpAppEventNotification instance; during the course of this process, the Framework has no chance to get the call back interface reference.

The contribution proposes two ways to resolve the problem:

· One is that the application logic creates the IpAppEventNotifcation instance first, then uses the method of obtainInterfaceWithCallback to get the IpEventNotification reference and set the call back reference. 
· Another way is adding a setCallback invocation to inform the Framework the callback reference after the step of  abtainInterface() in the current sequence diagram.
Postponed till later, AJ to study it and present it.




891
Heartbeat  Managment Sequence Diagram error correction
Huawei
Postponed till later, AJ to study it and present it.

In the figure for the sequence diagram for Heartbeat management there is an error: instead of “Application” it should be “Framework”.

Agreed.




892
Event notification Sequence Diagram error correction
Huawei
Postponed till later, AJ to study it and present it.

In the sequence diagram for Enable Event Notification there is an error: the way it is done the Framework cannot know about the application side of the interface. A correction is proposed for that: first the application creates the IpAppEventNotifcation instance, then it invokes obtainInterfaceWithCallback to get the IpEventNotification reference and set the call back reference. The rest stays the same.

Agreed.


5.3
Call Control








770
Mandatory reports on routeReq() for GCC
Ericsson
Currently there are no rules on the invocation of the initial routeReq() for application initiated calls. This can result in the fact that there is an initial routeReq() invoked without requesting ‘answer’ and/or ‘failure’ events. When the initiated request fails there is no defined way to inform the application, according to the current STD. Result is that:

· routeRes() cannot be returned as the event was not armed.

· routeErr() is not applicable for call ‘failure’ events. Furthermore it is also only returned when the application requested to be notified for events.

So we can have a call where the initial routeReq() has failed when no events where armed and the application is not informed. Another case is described showing that, the way things are now, there are cases where the application may lose track of the STD.

The contribution proposes making the request for ‘answer’ and ‘failure’ events mandatory at the invocation of the initial routeReq(). When these requests are not provided exception P_MISSING_PARAMETER is thrown. The same is recommended for the routeReq() on the B party to be able to also track the state of this party in the call. In all these cases routeErr(), as a return method of a routeReq(), has only any value to the call as the events on routeReq() are armed. So only invoke the routeErr() in that case.

The main use case for this is the case of an application which starts the set-up of a call with routeReq() to the first party, and only continues with the call (route to the second party) when it knows this was successful.

Note that this is for application initiated calls, not supported by CAMEL phase 3 and therefore not part of 3GPP Rel4 (this is part of the Parlay and ETSI specs).

Agreed to have this as a note (a recommendation) in the description of routeReq(); it will be made more generic, and not only for application initiated calls, which means it will also impact 3GPP Rel4. The new text is agreed in the meeting. New number will be N5-010778.




778

Ericsson
Update of 770.






771
CR for Mandatory reports on routeReq() for GCC
Ericsson
It needs to be modified according to conclusions from 770.

New number???




772
Add Parallel Routing Property for GCC
Ericsson
Looking at the IpCall STDs of GCC, it is possible that two routeReq()s are handled at the same time (in parallel). This can happen when after a createCall() the initial routeReq() is invoked. The STD will then go to state ‘Routing to Destination(s) State’, where it can handle the routeReq() for the B party. This does not mean that the handling of the initial routeReq() is finished so it is possible that two routeReq()s are handled in parallel.

Because for instance IN Protocols do not support this parallel routing it is proposes to add a new property to the list of service properties on GCC, P_PARALLEL_ROUTING_SUPPORTED, so that the SCS can indicate whether it supports parallel routing or not.

Discussion: the issue is whether applications should be in charge of this distinction, or the SCS, which knows the underlying network technology. It is agreed that only if the SCS is in charge can applications be kept simple. This will be reflected in the mapping document.

Contribution not accepted, Jorgen will decide whether to make a contribution to the mapping.




775
Addition of P_CALL_REPORT_NOT_REACHABLE for GCC
Ericsson
Currently in generic call control the main reasons for call failures have their own call report types, e.g., busy, no answer, route select failure. However, a very common failure in a mobile environment is the fact that the phone of the destination is either switched off or outside the coverage of the mobile network. In these cases a not_reachable event is usually generated. Currently not_reachable is not defined as a separate call report type in the specification, although the TpCallEventName is specified for it. This means that it is possible to trigger (statically) on a not reachable event, but not to monitor (dynamically) on this event. Since there will be applications that are interested in this event, it is proposed to add a new TpCallEventType to the specification for ‘not reachable’.

Since there will be applications that are interested in this event, it is proposed to add a new TpCallEventType to the specification for ‘not_reachable’ to allow the application to monitor (dynamically) on this event.

Agreed.




776
CR for Addition of P_CALL_REPORT_NOT_REACHABLE for GCC
Ericsson
This is the CR for Rel4 resulting from 775. 

Agreed.




841
CR on setCallChargePlan in active state of call
Nokia
This CR proposes to re-consider a decision from San Diego: SetCallChargePlan of Generic Call Control was mistakenly agreed in CN5#11 (N5-010306) not to be possible in the active state. However this decision was not implemented in 29.198-4 v. 4.0.0, but it is obviously planned to be taken into v. 4.1.0 because the change has been now implemented in the ETSI/Parlay version of the API. The agreed N5-010660 already corrected some textual descriptions, but the figures were not touched because they were still correct in 29.198 v. 4.0.0.

SetCallChargePlan was possible in active state in R99. We see that it is improper to remove it now, because existing implementations might take advantage of this useful feature.

Furthermore CAMEL supports FCI operation (to which setCallChargePlan is mapped) also in the active phase of call (see TS 29.078 v. 3.8.0 chapter 11.27 and TS 23.078). It can be utilised in long (hours or days) calls or to affect charging in some special services during the call and certainly in IP Multimedia sessions later on.

The current textual descriptions refer in several places to the possibility to invoke setCallChargePlan in active state, so only a modification to the STD is proposed. Besides, it is proposed that the Rel4 specification does not have any statements for R99.

The contribution proposes to modify the STD of GCC Call to indicate that setCallChargePlan is possible in active state, and to remove the reference to R99.
Discussion: should the method description be changed? There is an explicit mention that this must be called before the call is routed. Besides it is argued that this should be up to the operator, and depend on the service agreement - so if we specified it (it’s currently plain text) we’d need a service property for this; now at least we need to refer to it in the service level description.

A re-phrasing for the method description is agreed by the meeting.

The contribution is approved, and replaced by a new contribution (N5-010749, CR to Rel4) which also includes the re-phrasing to the method description.




749

Nokia
Update of 841.






842
CR on getInfoReq in active state of call
Nokia
GetInfoReq should be possible also after notification of a call in MPCC Call level. Active state is entered already as the reportNotification is invoked.

The contribution proposes that GetInfoReq is also possible in the Active state. This CR is based on agreed contribution 614.

This is agreed to be a clear error correction so it would be desired to have it fixed for the Beijing plenary. But this endangers the alignment: Beijing OSA <-> Parlay 3.0, December OSA <-> Parlay 3.1. Tdoc N5-010858, dealing with this, is discussed now.

Agreed but a typo found and an editorial proposed. New number N5-010748.




748

Nokia
Update of 842.






858
Work-plan proposal
Marconi
During lunch the Parlay Board has been addressed, and they have confirmed that:

· Parlay 3.0 only admits editorials

· Parlay 3.1 will incorporate omissions, error corrections and bug fixes, plus the mapping to XML. Flexibility in release date, that we have requested to be close to 3GPP December plenary.

This contribution reflects this and other agreements in a work-plan proposal. It shows Rel5 in March (although the current date is December, this is expected to change in the Beijing plenary next week). 

It is proposed to accept CRs in 3GPP until the end of the year, and also that there is an ETSI version every time there is a Parlay version.

Jane to prepare new version, keeping the same number since it has not been distributed.

Discussion to be continued.




905
CR: A change to description of the call processing in the network
Nokia
It is inaccurate to state in the leg modelling: “The call processing is resumed in the network when no leg in the call is left suspended.” E.g. if a User Interaction is being given for the terminating party (i.e. leg) the originating leg events like release must still be processed in the network. Also the possible other terminating leg call processing must continue in that case.

The contribution proposes a description that covers network signal processing in some more detail. The CR is written on top of agreed N5-010614. 

Agreed to remove the inaccurate sentence. Proposed that the proposed text could fit the mapping document better, or that it could be made into sequence diagrams.

Updated into new CR for the removal of the inaccurate sentence: N5-010747.




747

Nokia
Replaces 905.






906
CR: Corrections to originating call leg modelling descriptions
Nokia
CR written on top of agreed 614. It proposes the following corrections to the Originating Call Leg modelling descriptions:

· Disconnect is not necessarily premature in active state of the call leg, so “Premature disconnect” is changed to plain “disconnect”. 

· The reportNotification for originating release does not have to be shown on the leg model because there is nothing to be done then on the leg level, so it is deleted from the originating call leg descriptions.

· The answer signal is agreed not to show up in the originating leg. ReportNotification sending should not be described as leg interface action, because it lies in the responsibility of the call control manager. Therefore the answer signal description is deleted from the active state description in the originating leg model; this is reflected in the figure too. 

· State releasing has duplicate descriptions, so it is proposed to remove the superfluous section proposed to be removed. 

· The exit criterion in releasing state is unclear and has been corrected.

· An editorial correction: IP corrected to Ip in a few places.

Agreed with some modifications (see also 907), replaced by N5-010746.




746

Nokia
Replaces 906.






907
CR: Changes to the terminating leg model descriptions
Nokia
CR written on top of agreed 614. It proposes the following corrections to the Terminating Call Leg modelling descriptions:
1. The reportNotification for terminating release does not have to be shown on the leg model because there is nothing to be done then on the leg level; therefore it is deleted.

2. A number of entry events to terminating call leg active state are missing from the description although present in the STD. Therefore a number of additional events are listed for entry conditions to the active state.

3. Call attempt is already detected before the leg model is started. This applies for reportNotifications as well. In some implementations there may be a connection with leg handling and the notification but this specification is only to define the interface and in that sense the notification lies in the responsibility of the call control manager. Therefore the description of call attempt detection as well as initial notification sending is removed, and the call attempt authorised handling description is modified.

4. A “Queued” event may either concern a directly connected or remote subscriber, so a reference to a remote party is deleted here.

5. Unclear exit criterion for releasing state; it is clarified.

6. The MPCC call leg model description fails to tell that an event report is sent, which is however a central feature; the term intercept is used instead in the specification. Therefore the term “intercepted” is replaced with “reported” in several places.

7. IP is corrected to Ip in a few places.

#1 not accepted and, for alignment between originating and terminating, the same applies for 905. 

Discussion not finished.




908
Constant and enum value corrections
Nokia





860
Incomplete implementation of CR 613
Telcordia





909
Proposed Enhancement on Conference Reservation
NTT



5.4
User Interaction














5.5
Mobility














5.6
Data Session Control














5.7
Terminal Capabilties














5.8
Content-based charging














5.9
Other Interfaces














6
OSA version 1 mapping






6.1
status of 12075






















6.2
contributions








840
Update to setCallChargePlan mapping to CAP
Nokia



















7
ETSI OSA Project leader election








761
Nomination of Chelo Abarca
Alcatel
ETSI SPAN has created a Project for the OSA API, including not only the protocol but also the requirements; the project leader will be part of the ETSI management team, and co-chair the OSA joint meetings. Also ToR for an STF for testing have been prepared.

This candidature has been circulated in SPAN management, supported by the SPAN chair; no other candidates were presented.

The candidate is elected.


















9
Technical discussions OSA version 2






9.1
Input from SA1: OSA and VHE requirements














9.2
ETSI SPAR 






9.2.1
Issues resulting from mapping to SPAR Version 1 requirements.






9.3
Parlay Call Control requirements








843
Parlay API –Phase 4 Requirements
BT





753
Charging and supervision separation: proposal 1
Alcatel (Frans Haerens)





754
Charging and supervision separation: proposal 2
Alcatel (Frans Haerens)





755
Charge Info methods
Alcatel (Frans Haerens)





756
Additions to the SetChargePlan: Alignment with content charging.
Alcatel (Frans Haerens)





758
addOnCharge() methods for usage charging
Alcatel (Frans Haerens)





759
Supervision Procedure
Alcatel (Frans Haerens)





760
startCharging() and stopCharging() methods for usage charging
Alcatel (Frans Haerens)





910
Requirements on Service Interaction Management
NTT



9.4
Parlay Framework requirements






9.5
Parlay Content based Charging requirements








757
Corrections to rateRes
Alcatel (Frans Haerens)





846
Proposal for Content Charging Evolution
Siemens



9.6
other








893
Changing OSA UML from CORBA Model to Analysist Model
Nortel Networks





894
Inclusion of SOAP/XML as an Alternative Transport Mechanism
Nortel Networks





895
Proposal For New SCF – Broadcast Notification
Nortel Networks











10
Organizational aspects






10.1
Review of 3GPP OSA workplan






10.2
3GPP OSA Work Item Description
485
Rel5 OSA Stage 3 - Draft Building Block level Work Item Description
SA5 Vice Chair/ MCC



10.3
further work on 12076






10.4
further work on 12075






10.5
other









Rollout of 3GPP, ETSI and Parlay specifications
SUN



11
Outgoing liaisons






11.1
Response to ITU-T SG11
477
ITU-T SG 11 input
SG 11





751
Comments to ITU-T API document
Alcatel



12
Presentation of work on Policy management and PAM






















13
Future meetings














14
AOB






























































