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In SP-110768: 

R1: Minutes multiSDO meeting Nov2011_v1-0
R2: Multi SDO Agreements Zurich Conclusions_v1-0
R3: NGMN Multi-SDO WS Zurich Output_v1-0
R4: OSS Architecture and Model  v 1-1 (this document was made available after SA5 review meeting).

In SP-110770: 

R5: Draft ToR for Converged Management of Fixed Mobile Networks project (this document was made available after SA5 review meeting).
Comments:
On R1:
C1: In agenda item 2, the presentation on OSS architecture and Model (R4) is referred to in the minutes but was not made available for distribution to SDOs when SA5 meeting review occurred. Clarification on whether this presentation can be distributed has been required by SA5 chairman but SA5 did not have a chance to comment on this presentation. Also, it is unclear in the minutes whether the presenter was speaking on behalf of NGMN or on behalf of his company. 
C2: The agreement in point 5.5 “Agreement was reached that the OSS architecture and platform shown is the basis for the discussion on federated model.” is questionable. Based on the discussion in 3.4, this issue needs more debate and the agreement is to be understood as: “Agreement was reached that the OSS architecture shown is the starting point for the discussion on federated model.”. 
On R2:

C3: The name of the document is ambiguous, this document only reflects the agreements within participants in Zurich, not the agreements at SDO level.
C4: On point 6, the choice of NGCOR requirements for the scope of the project is questionable or at least premature since the NGCOR requirements are not yet available to SDOs and NGCOR currently cannot work with SDOs. Since NGCOR requirements are not yet available, how can we agree on this scope?
C5: On point 10, the role of NGMN both as provider of requirements and neutral moderator of this project needs some clarifications. How to bring requirements to this group needs further discussions and it is key for SA5 to keep the principle of neutrality of the moderator. 
On R3:

C6: On Slide 5, the same question on the role of NGMN appears as in previous comment.  

C7: On slide 5, the decision process between JCG and SDOs needs further clarification, for example the timelines of the JWG should  be decided by SDOs.
