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1. Items for JCA
1.1 Summary of Issues

Issue 1: Network aspects of ID including RFID issues
The TSR meeting requested the JCA to ensure that any organisation of the RFID studies will take account of the work already started in Study Groups on NGN related issues and that overlap and duplication of work should be avoided.
1.2 Key Conclusions
· RFID contributions received in accordance with TSB circular 80 forwarded to TSAG and TSB director. Concerns on overlap raised with the JCA.
· Referencing Issue. Referencing in the NGN Recommendations is a key issue. The meeting was reminded of previous decisions. Those decisions were that references to documents from organisations other than ITU-T must be according to Recommendations A.4 and A.5, as appropriate, and that reference to documents, or specific sections of documents, will only be included following careful review of the referenced text.
· Key Results from Questions affecting other work were highlighted in the closing session.

· Further co-ordination Requests from Rapporteurs for co-ordination meetings during the July meetings of SG11, 13 and 19 are highlighted in the report to assist the management teams of those Study Groups.
· Documentation for NGN-GSI: NGN-GSI is the biggest joint coordination event getting together at least 14 different questions from three Study Groups. The first NGN-GSI co-located rapporteurs meetings in Kobe demonstrated some teething problems with documentation: overhead, retrieval structure and unnecessary duplication of both effort and documents were all identified. The TSR meeting captured the problems, but did not attempt to solve them. The problems are noted in section 2.6.1 for reference by Study Group management teams, EWM co-ordinators and for the planning of the next NGN-GSI co-located rapporteurs meetings in October 2006. There was agreement that the work that Tatiana Kurakova had undertaken, especially the document list (input and output), was a substantial benefit to the participants and this was much appreciated.
2. Summary of the TSR meeting
2.1 Agenda
The agenda, contained in TSR Doc006, was agreed with one minor addition, to discuss the co-ordination of Signalling Information flows involving Q.4/13 and Q.5/11. 
2.2 TSR Document Location

The TSR documents can be found at:

http://www.itu.int/ITU-T/studygroups/com13/ngnjca/ngn-gsi-tsr/index.html
2.3 Review of previous meeting report: TSR/Doc005
There were no comments to the previous meeting report, contained in TSR Doc 005, and the report was approved.
2.4 Issues for NGN-GSI Kobe Event
2.4.1 Network aspects of ID including RFID issues
Two contributions had been sent to the TSR in response to the ITU-T TSB Circular Letter 80 (28 February 2006) on RFID studies. The documents were:
	Doc. No
	Q
	Source
	Title

	Kobe
	?
	ETRI
	Proposed ITU-T strategy for standardization issues on network aspects of identification with harmonized standardization cooperation

	Kobe
	?
	ETRI
	Review Report of Standardization Issues on Network Aspects of Identification including RFID


A short presentation was made by the contributing organisation. It was noted that the TSR co-ordinates and does not manage, and therefore cannot decide how RFID studies should be organised. 
A clarification was requested on whether work should be done in one place, e.g. a focus group. There was strong support for the view that whatever happens, overlap should be avoided.
It was agreed that the two documents should be forwarded by the TSR to TSAG and the TSB Director. It should be made clear in the communication that the documents had not been discussed and therefore represented the contributor’s views and had not been endorsed in any way by the TSR.
Since some work related to RFID in NGN has already been started in various Questions this should be taken into account in order to avoid any overlap and duplication of work. It was requested that the TSR raise this issue with the JCA, as shown in section 1.1 of this report.
2.4.2 Liaison Assignment
Two liaisons had been received from the DSL Forum. The TSR meeting gave some guidance on the relevant questions and requested all the rapporteurs to look at these liaisons and take the input into account.
Documents in the liaison were allocated as follows:

· IPTV Network Architecture related DSL Forum deliverables

· TR-058 (Multi-Service Architecture and Requirements): Leading Q2/13 and Q1/11 (Requirements) and Q3/13 (Architecture)

· TR-059 (Architecture Requirement for support QoS): Q3/13 (Architecture) and Q4/13 and Q5/11 (QoS)

· TR-092 (Broadband Remote Access Service Requirement): Q2/13 (coordinated with Q3/13)

· WT-126 (Triple play service QoE Requirement and Mechanism): Q4/13

· Home Network related DSL Forum deliverables

· TR-064 (LAN-side DSL CPE configuration): Q3/13 and Q1/11 (Architecture) and Q5/13 (Security)

· TR-069 (CPE WAN Management Protocol): Q3/13 (coordinated with Q2/13) and Q1/11 (coordinated with Q7/11)

· TR-094 (Multi-Service Delivery Framework for Home Networks): Q3/13 (coordinated with Q2/13, Q4/13 and Q15/13) and Q1/11
ETSI TISPAN had provided a liaison giving information on the location of TISPAN NGN Release 1 documents. The liaison had been provided for information and the rapporteurs were requested to take account of the liaison, which had been provided to all the rapporteur groups meeting in Kobe.
2.4.3 Referencing Issue
One contribution from Canada and the other contribution from Lucent Technology had been submitted concerning use and referencing of documents from ETSI TISPAN and other SDOs. This caused considerable debate, but the meeting clarified the position based on previous decisions.
The Q1/13 rapporteur also confirmed the current position as far as the agreements and the progress of Y.NGN-R1.

The meeting concluded that the rapporteurs must use the procedures in Recommendations A.4 and A.5 in their referencing and that reference to those documents, or specific sections of documents, will only be included following careful review of the referenced text.
The attention of all participants was brought to the contribution from Lucent providing guidance on referencing 3GPP and 3GPP2 documents. It was further clarified that care must be taken, as there is a time lag between 3GPP/3GPP2 documents being published by the partner SDOs.
2.4.4 Requirements Document Issues
Document Q2-13-007 contained a detailed examination of the Requirements Document, and was not considered relevant to the TSR. However Document Q2-13-006 raised some items for clarification between Q.1/13, Q.2/13 and Q.3/13. It was noted that there were joint meetings planned, and the rapporteurs involved were requested to look at their time planning to see if more time can be allocated for meeting jointly.
There was a related request for co-ordination to ensure that the architecture meets the requirements and that the requirements are clear. The rapporteurs of at least Q.1/13, Q.2/13 and Q.3/13 were asked to include this in their planning of future meetings.

2.4.5 Co-ordination requirements between 4/13 and 5/11
The issue of how the RACF document is to be validated using signalling information flows was raised. The guidance already given by the JCA was explained. It was noted that since the signalling flows to be developed were for a specific interface, Q.5/11 would lead the work which will also involve Q.4/13.
2.5 Issues between questions: opinions from question rapporteurs and participants
The rapporteurs were requested to provide brief details of the progress and any issues for co-ordination between questions for the next meeting. The following items were noted for future meetings.
· Q.1/13 report contained Q1/13-17rev1. Worked mainly on R1 scope. Editorial changes and joint meeting Q.2/13 resulted in further editorial to clarify issues. Section 6 moved to Q.2/13 document R1-Requirements. Appendix III removed and Q.1/13 proposed to be moved also to R1-Reqts. Further issues were identified in Living list, Q1/13-3rev1. Some initial items for R2 are contained in this list. Workplan for next meeting is to complete R1 scope for approval. Work will take place on roadmap and living list. It was noted that the database of NGN documents on the NGN-GSI webpage is now live and Study Groups can populate the database with NGN related draft recommendations. Following a question on whether Q1 had performed analysis of high risk items, it was stated that Q.1/13 had not undertaken this project management work.

· Q.2/13 made good progress on the R1 requirements and had co-ordinated with Q.1/13, Q.2/13, Q.8/13, and Q.6/13 with Q.9/13. The R1 requirements output had not been fully reviewed in detail but a list of outstanding issues identified. There was a need for a careful review to ensure the R1 requirements were achievable, and those that were not would be moved to R2. This activity needed an interim meeting 20-22 June Geneva Switzerland, which would mainly be editorial, although some technical contributions were needed to ensure the requirements are achievable. Further co-ordination is needed with Q.1/13 for alignment with R1 scope and 5 issues identified:

· Access networks

· Peer networks

· Charging

· Classes of service for open environment

· Access gateway functions
Issues to be co-ordinated with Q.3/13 for the architecture:
· Validate the clarity of the requirements with the architecture

· Capabilities to functional entities mapping
The document was considered a high priority and should be high level from the service user perspective, and expected to link the capability to functions in the architecture, which is a goal as output of the next meeting. It was noted that service specific definitions are not being worked on. Some areas require further consolidation with input from areas, such as QoS and mobility management. The output of this NGN-GSI meeting and the list of open issues would be the basis of contributions to the interim meeting that would lead to the ability to consent at the July SG13 meeting. The SG13 chairman was asked whether this meeting was possible – and was confirmed that there are procedures to ensure the meeting can go ahead within existing rules. There were no objections raised.
A question was raised whether there was sufficient detail in requirements for the architecture to be completed. There was a general opinion that there was sufficient detail.

A joint session between Q.2/13 and Q.8/13 was requested at the July SG13 meeting for:
· clarification of capabilities for open service environment and web services to align the service area with the NGN R1 requirements.

· Joint progress on service categorisation

· Q.3/13 had made good progress and the session border control appendix in FRA is now a supplement. Three Documents are expected to be sent for consent at the July Study Group meeting. It was requested to know which would be recommendations and it was confirmed that IFN, PIEA and FRA are planned to be recommendations. The Session border control would be a supplement as indicated. It was asked whether there is expected to be any changes to IFN at the next meeting. It was clarified that any proposed changes would be considered and there were several options to progress the document depending on the changes proposed. There was a request from the SG11 rapporteurs to clarify the differences between the different architecture documents, and how it affects the protocols that will be aligned. A need for co-ordination between Q.3/13 and Q.1/11 to occur at the July meeting was identified.  There was a question concerning the relationship between FMC requirements and the overall architecture. The Q.3/13 rapporteur stated that the expectation would be that Q.6/13 develops the requirements that Q.3/13 will need to incorporate in the overall architecture. It was confirmed that Q.6/13 and Q.5/19 would need to further develop the requirements and the Q.5/19 rapporteur expressed the opinion that Y.FRA would need some technical analysis in the light of FMC.
· Q.4/13 – RACF, and PMM advanced the work on QoS architecture. QoS priority levels were started as a new draft recommendations Y.CAC-priority and Y.REST-priority. Flow aware resulted in a new recommendation "Requirements for flow control" Y.FLOW-REQ. All output documents were available except a liaison statement which will be available in a week.

· Q.6/13 and Q.2&5/19 had met jointly, the report was available in Q.2/19 area. Good progress on recommendations and Q.MMR was considered ready for approval at July thanks to good co-operation between SG 19 and 13. FMC requirements in FMC-IMS and FMC-pmu. It was asked whether this was R1 or R2, the rapporteur of 5/19 asked whether the requirements and scope have included mobile access networks or not. The question of approval across study groups was raised. It was clarified that there is a lead question and that this is the study group that will undertake the approval, according to the JCA decision. SG13 chairman also stated that if necessary, links can be made to help the process
· Q.7/13 had made good progress. Current drafts Y.csem (Call Server based PSTN/ISDN Emulation), Y.piev (PSTN/ISDN evolution to NGN), Y.nev (Evolution of networks to NGN) and Y.emsim (PSTN/ISDN emulation and simulation) were candidates for approval in July. A joint meeting with Q1, 2 and 3/13 is requested in July. Substantial progress on Tandem free operation (TFO) – IP network interworking – User plane interworking (Y.tfo-ip) was also achieved.
· Q.8/13 provided further revision of current drafts; Y.wsconv, “Web Services based NGN Convergence Service Scenario” (Kobe-Q.8/13-014) and Y.CTMP, “NGN capability to support Convergence Terminals for multiple network and service provider environment”(Kobe-Q.8/13-015). Further development of the template document for convergence service scenario (Kobe-Q.8/13-016) was carried out.
· Q.9/13 progressed the draft recommendations for mobility in the NGN and the effects on IPv6 and held a joint meeting with Questions 2, 3 and 6/13. . Due to the level of work, some of the contributions would be held over to the July meeting. Q.9/13 requested further co-ordination to ensure the work can be aligned with FRA and RACF in an IPv6 environment. No additional modification to RACF was expected, but a joint meeting with Q.4/13 was requested to discuss the impacts.
· Q.15/13 rapporteur provided information on the progress and requested more time for the question to meet in July. Several liaisons to SG4 and NGN Management focus group on OAM, liaisons to TISPAN, SG11 and SG17 had been produced. Security requirements are still expected to be ready for approval in the July meeting. A joint meeting with Q.3/13 was requested on the issues of authentication architecture and session border controllers. There was a question on whether the security requirements are covered in FRA and RACF, and there was an opinion that this has to be validated in the signalling flows.
· Q1/11 had a short meeting. Two items were raised by the rapporteur. Draft recommendation CPE-architecture, and Q.1/11 had started a recommendation on Functional architecture for modelling the Signalling. It was within the scope of the question, but the boundary with the work of Q.3/13 was not clear. The majority of views in Q.1/11 were in favour of starting the work focusing on the signalling. An editor had been appointed and feedback was requested from Q.3/13 to ensure that overlap was avoided. Further co-ordination between 1/11 and 3/13 were requested at the July meetings of SG 11 and 13. There was an opinion that to achieve alignment of FRA and the SG11 draft recommendation, the two questions would need to work very closely. This was supported, but it was suggested that the signalling flows were dependant on the signalling interfaces and the SG11 work would concentrate on the physical interfaces. If too much co-ordination was requested then it could delay the FRA document until the SG11 document was completed. It was pointed out that it was a clarification of the roadmap for R1 protocols. There was a question on whether the SG11 work on CPE includes corporate networks and if this considered to be in NGN R1. The view expressed in the answer was that it was hoped that corporate networks are included. There was an intervention on whether the scope of SG11 covers the signalling requirements, but this had been previously clarified by the JCA and discussed in the opening TSR meeting. 
· Q. 2/11 Q.sup-requirements identified that the user data may have an impact on transport and interconnect. A joint meeting with Q.3/13 was requested and also including Q.3/11 to clarify this and the relationship of the three documents on the architecture, FRA, PIEA and IFN.
· Q.3/11 progressed the work on the documents started at Geneva in January. This included work to support PBX, and an issue on communication hold in the requirements.
2.6 Any other business

2.6.1 Structure of the documentation on the IFA

Some comments had been made and the participants were invited to provide their views as input to any arrangements for future NGN-GSI events.

· The index provided by Tatiana on the NGN-GSI page was very much appreciated by all the participants.
· This meeting had placed a heavy burden on the rapporteurs, especially as there were several documents addressed to several or all questions
· No template for the rapporteurs to use was available until after some contributions had been submitted. It would ease the burden on the rapporteurs if the template were made available early to contributors.
· At least one rapporteur requested TSB support for these meetings, when so many questions meeting together caused inefficient document duplication and processing. This would alleviate the burden on rapporteurs.
· There was a comment that at this meeting, nothing different was done compared to past rapporteurs meetings.
· For the October meeting it was requested to improve the structure of the documents on the IFA. The documents were far apart in the structure on the IFA, preventing some participants using automated ftp applications. Access to working documents from more than one question was too manual and therefore time consuming.
· It was noted that the joint meetings ended up with duplicating the documents. It was suggested that if the document is in one place, pointers can be used by other questions/study groups.
· From the TSR co-ordinators view point, it is recommended that EWM co-ordinators, rapporteurs and Study Group management should take the views into account and consider better and more efficient document availability to progress the technical work at NGN-GSI co-located rapporteurs meetings. It would be beneficial to reduce the administrative burden of the rapporteurs and avoid confusion for contributors and participants.
There was a request to bring this to the attention of the JCA, but the view was that this was not an issue for the JCA, but for the rapporteurs', SG management and EWM co-ordinators.
2.7 Action Plan

The opening TSR co-ordination noted that the next TSR session will take place at 16:15 on 27th April 2006.
If rapporteurs requested further co-ordination, then a session will be held on Tuesday evening at 17:30. It was noted that Q.4/13 would not be able to participate in such a meeting. Subsequently, there were no requests from rapporteurs for an additional TSR co-ordination meeting on Tuesday 25th April.
The TSR co-ordinators will forward the ETRI contributions, on RFID strategy and review, to the TSAG chairman and the TSB director, with the following accompanying note:
TSB Circular 80, of 28 February 2006, encourages ITU-T Members to make contributions on any issues that they would like to bring up on network aspects of ID (including RFID). The circular suggests some meetings for contributions to be sent to, and one of these is the "NGN-GSI event, Kobe, Japan (22-27 April 2006)".

At the TSR co-ordination meeting for the NGN-GSI we received two contributions concerning:
· Proposed ITU-T strategy for standardization issues on network aspects of identification with harmonized standardization cooperation

· Review Report of Standardization Issues on Network Aspects of Identification including RFID

It was agreed that these contributions provide important input, as requested in the circular, and needed to be transmitted for consideration by TSAG and the TSB Director. This communication discharges that obligation, and the two contributions are attached.

You may wish to note that the TSR co-ordination meeting considered that it was not within the terms of reference to discuss or comment upon the contents of the contributions.

The TSR co-ordinators request that these two contributions are considered with any other input on this issue that may be received.

The next TSR meeting will take place during the co-located Study Groups meetings in July 2006.
2.8 Closing
The final word was from the SG13 chairman, who thanked the hosts, on behalf of everyone, for an efficient meeting, hospitality, which was much enjoyed, and stated that the working environment had significantly progressed the standardisation work of the NGN in ITU-T. 
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