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Agenda:

· Introductory remarks

· Agenda approval 

· Review minutes from 16th meeting, 3 February 2011 (doc. 87)
· Relevant developments in both organizations

· Refined FMH plan (doc. XXX)
· Technical presentations and discussions

· Brief presentation of TM Forum RAM BA, v1.5 (doc. 86)

· 3GPP TR 32.832, Study on Alarm Correlation and Alarm Root Cause Analysis (docs. 85) - continued

· 3GPP TR 32.829, Study on Alignment of 3GPP Alarm IRP and TMF TIP Fault Management (doc. 72)

· Agree date next meeting. 
Proposal: Friday 4 March, 6.00 AM CET = Thursday 3 March 21.00 PM San Diego 
1. Introductory remarks
· Leen Apologized for the delay of opening the meeting due to technical difficulties.  
2. Agenda approval
· Approved. 


3. Review minutes from 15th meeting, 21 January 2011 (doc. 81)
· No comments returned. Minutes approved.


4. Relevant Developments in both organizations

· Leen informed the team of the creation of a 3GPP/ TM Forum Steering Team which are looking to address working procedures between the two organizations and other such related matters.  
5. Refined FMH plan

· Leen introduced the fact that a Gantt had been requested by the Service Providers to keep a track of all related activities within the NGWW program.  One such area was the Fault Management Harmonization work. 

· Much of the meeting was spent walking through this Gantt, with much comment & suggested change being offered.  These were noted and updated in a subsequent release of the Gantt.  

· It was agreed that the FMH section of the Gantt would be contributed into the ADN system. 

· It was suggested that we should have a couple of days face-2-face meeting to try and progress the technical work in order to meet our delivery target dates. 

· It was noted that to allow travel justification it would be beneficial if the face to face meeting invite came from the Service Provider community.

· Action:  Leen to provide a more concrete proposal for the face 2 face meetings, with clear objectives 

· Action:  The team was asked to consider the possibility of attending a F2F meeting.  

6. Plan for next steps and timeline (doc. 82, 71, 84)
· Leen presented a proposal as to the next steps, (S5eTMF0082) for the Fault Management Harmonization activity. 

· Leen asked if people felt there should be a common document with both logo’s on it.

·  In principle Jörg would support having a single document, but cannot see how that will happen with the way current discussions were going etc. 

· Marc felt that if harmonization was to be achieved then a single common document is required. 
· Edwin presented changes made to  S5eTMF0071, he highlighted a number of areas where he required some clarification from the team, and this was provided. 

· Edwin presented S5eTMF0084, he highlighted a number of areas where he required some clarification from the team, and this was provided. 

· It was accepted that Fig 3 of 84 will be the working architecture. For this exercise.  

· Jörg was looking for confirmation on his assumption that if we accept figure 3 it would mean that TM Forum will not reuse the 3GPP IRP.  In response to this It was pointed out that this question had been addressed in Paris during Team Action Week and did not require revisiting. 
· To restate, the conclusions made during TAW Paris were: 

· To proceed on the basis that there are two interfaces which exist and address similar functionality;

· Noted that the differences in the fault management work are about syntax and proposed the technical work can progress focused on semantics.
· We need the operators to address this item in a business case. 

· Leen asked Marc if it would be possible to contribute the RAM BA version 1.5 to this meeting to further assist with the development of a harmonized approach.

· Action:  Marc to post the document into the discussion. 

7. Technical presentations and discussions

7.1. 3GPP TR 32.832, Study on Alarm Correlation and Alarm Root Cause Analysis (docs. 69, 73, 76, 85) – continued
· There was some confusion over documents 73 and 85 – which appeared to be two different version of the same document and Leen enquired which one was the correct version to be using. It was confirmed that we should only concentrate on document S5eTMF0085
· There was significant discussion on the AC1 paragraphs in the concepts document and a better understanding of AC1 has been given.  
· It is planned to return to this document and address AC2. 
7.2. 3GPP TR 32.829, Study on Alignment of 3GPP Alarm IRP and TMF TIP Fault Management (doc. 72)
· Time did not permit this item to be discussed. 


8. Agreed date for  next meeting.: 10 March 2011, 14:00 - 16:00 CET
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