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Decision/action requested.
Please take the information included in the present document into account
2
References

[1]
3GPP FTP server folder for all rapporteur call documents before SA5#151 - https://www.3gpp.org/ftp/Email_Discussions/SA5/OAM%20rapporteur%20calls/Rapporteur%20call%20%23151 
[2]
S5-236351 - Using Forge for SA5 
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Rapporteur calls plan before SA5#152
Proposed topics:
· Presentation of the use of Forge for 3GPP SA5 (leadership recommendation on the document [2])
· Rel-19 TU planning and statistics

Please upload your draft documents for discussion to [1].
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Schedule for rapporteur calls
	Rapporteur call
	Date/Time
	Potential topics

	SA5#151.1
	October 26th 
2023 - 13:00-15:00 UTC
	· Presentation of the use of Forge for 3GPP SA5 (leadership recommendation on the document [2])

Questions:
VC(E) It would be good in slide 3 to indicate when to do these steps, e.g before the meeting and during the meeting.
N: This is indicated in the SA5 WP. Some high level view is also shown on slide 12. The time dimension may also be shown in an update of this slide.
Ericsson (Balazs) then offered to show a real-time demo of using Forge for creating a CR branch, integration branch, merge request, commit, generating MS Word text file for the C, etc.
H: You must reserve the CR in 3GU to get a CR# before you can generate a branch in Forge, because the branch name needs the CR# included. This is not obvious in any of the documentation.
N: OK, it is a kind of implicit requirement. I will make it more visible in the guidelines.
NEC: This demo session was very useful but it could be nice to have one more such session, a bit more detailed, with both the YANG and YAML code moderators.
E: The point about the CR number in the branch name, maybe we could consider moving it to the MR instead?
N: We can evaluate this proposal.

· Rel-19 TU planning and statistics
Presented by Chair
E: There are many WIs that propose external interactions. Maybe we need some preparation for that in the SID/WIDs. Do we need a dedicated WI for this? Or should we have interactions planned in each WI?
Chair: I just follow the other WGs, but maybe we have more relation with other WGs in SA5.
VC (E ) Maybe we need a separate buffer for future alignment work for which we get new requests in the future, like SA2 has done in their TU budget planning?

Chair: It would be better to do such work within existing WIs as much as possible. Normally we could add it as a new WT in the Work Task table, see slide 12. If we find anything that cannot fall into the existing topics, we can discuss later how to handle it.
NEC: Does this mean that some of the WIs cannot start immediately because there is some dependency on another group? We can discuss it in the next meeting.
Chair: True, sometimes we have to wait for some RAN or CN features to mature before we can finalise our work. But the standalone SIs/WIs can start earlier.



