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1 - Opening remarks

The convener (Jörg) welcomed everyone and opened the meeting.
2 - Participant introduction & registration

Lukasz Mendyk (Comarch), Bernd Zeuner (Deutsche Telekom), Christian Toche (Huawei), Edwin Tse (Ericsson), Jörg Schmidt (NSN), Thomas Tovinger (Ericsson), Jean-Michel Cornily (Orange), Brian Smith (Bell Canada), Istvan Aba (Deutsche Telekom), Klaus Moschner (NGMN), Ahn Le (Netcracker), Massimo Banzi (Telecom Italia), Andrea Buldorini (Telecom Italia), Simone Bizzarri (Telecom Italia), Christof Schnell (Vodafone), Yuval Stein (Teoco), Rob Heldenbrand (HP).
3 - Agenda approval [017]

Approved.
4 – Review Meeting Minutes  [008]


Approved.
5 - List of contributions (http://webapp.etsi.org/meetingDocuments/ViewDocumentList.asp?MTG_Id=30828)
S5eMA20017
Agenda 3rd meeting Model Alignment Phase 2 (Nov-21, 2012)
S5eMA20008
Meeting Minutes 2nd meeting Model Alignment Phase 2 (Nov-01, 2012)
S5eMA20015
Converged Management Model Alignment (Phase 2) – Project Structure & Working Methods (3rd  draft)
S5eMA20016
Frankfurt F2F Meeting Agenda M-SDO Converged Management Model Alignment (Nov-27, 2012) V1
S5eMA20xxx
…

6 – Updates on project structure & working methods [015]

· No comments
· Noted

7 – F2F Meeting Agenda Nov-27 [016]

· Presented by JS

· JS: Contributions list will be added to an updated version of this agenda

· Noted

8 – Discussion on automatic creation of UOM/UIM word specification from RSA [xxx]

· Presented by Bernd – comparing the automatically generated Word documentation by RSA (of some example classes) with the hand-written version.

· Edwin: On the attribute comparison, the Main differences second bullet, don’t agree that the “hand-made” version defines attributes in the context of interface – it is in the context of class (one or more). Other differences are just different way to express the same thing.

· A number of questions for clarification of the new property table, e.g. do we really need the 4th column, and why isn’t the support qualifier condition defined in the 4th column (is it an attribute property or not)?

· Edwin: I propose to rename the fourth column to “Condition”, and remove the last row of the table with “Support qualifier condition”. This will avoid confusion between different types of conditions, and the number of rows will be the same as number of properties in the Model Repertoire.

· Edwin: Is it possible to use lower case letters in the properties column, as in the Repertoire? Bernd: Ok.

· Jörg: The section heading type:  Why is the default value part of the heading? Bernd: I took it from the ITU specification, where it was found to be useful with name, type and default value in headings. Agreed that we can keep only the name in the heading.

· Jörg: In the 3GPP concrete models, we don’t use the “T,F,F,T” row of the attribute properties (in the hand-made version), and I assume that TMF don’t use the “M,-,-,M” row. Can we combine them in some way? This caused some discussions about whether they are “mappable” 1-1 between each other etc. Jörg: We probably need some more discussions on this before we can decide to apply this to the 3GPP models.

· Edwin: Can we shorten the values of the 2nd column a bit, to M/O/T/F? Bernd: We can make it T and F, but for Boolean values we must keep true/false. Jörg: It doesn’t matter too much, as the tables are not very wide.

· Edwin: If we would agree to this, how do we maintain version control of the different versions between the different organisations? Jörg: This is an issue that we have whether we choose this representation or not. We always need to generate Word documents anyway.

· Bernd: We can let the Word generation show the model version number.

· We also discussed possible storage methods for the UIM in the future (provided by TMF, NGMN, or 3GPP ADN).

· Edwin: We should also set a version number on the profile. Bernd: OK, but we should never release it because then you can never remove anything from it.

Conclusion: Noted, to be further discussed

9 - Next steps 

To be discussed at the F2F meeting next week.
10 - Future meetings

F2F hosted by NGMN in Frankfurt, 27th Nov.


Further conference calls to be decided in Frankfurt.
11 - Summary of action points

TBD

12 – AOB & Closing


Meeting closed at 17.00 CET
