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1 Welcome and registration of participants

Participants:

Combined FM/CM session:

Dominique Pauly (Nortel)

Jean Sorbier (Nortel)

Yutaka Takeuchi (NTT DoCoMo)

Di Zhou (Siemens)

Tapinder Pal (T-Mobil)

Habib Nouira (Alcatel)

Håkan Andersson (Ericsson)

Edwin Tse (Ericsson)

Thomas Tovinger (Ericsson, CM Rapporteur)

Gaetano Cicchitto (Siemens, FM Rapporteur)

CM session:

2 Approval of the agenda

3 Registration of documents

3.1 Input documents

1999 / 2000 Document List

Tdoc

Title
Source
Status



Meeting #6 Cork, Ireland,  31 Aug - 3 Sep 1999



S5-99179
6
Generic alignment procedure between NM-OS and NE-OS [FM and CM]
Siemens
Discussed

S5-99184
6
Use of "equipment-summary" object classes at the interface between NM-OS and NE-OSs [CM and FM]
Siemens / Italtel
Discussed

S5-99187
6
Draft proposal for Configuration Management work item document
Ericsson
Discussed. Superseded by S5-99216

S5-99188
6
New document proposed for definition of Notification IRP
Ericsson
Discussed. Superseded by S5-99303

S5-99189
6
New document proposed for definition of "Name Conventions for MOs" related to the IRP framework
Ericsson
Presented

S5-000044

Meeting #7 Tampere, Finland, 26 - 29 Oct 1999



S5-99211
7
3G TS 32.106 v0.2.0 "3G Configuration management"
Ericsson
Revised - see S5-99216

S5-99216
7
3G TS 32.106 v1.0.0 Configuration Management
S5 secretary
Discussed. Superseded by S5-00009.

S5-99266
7
Report from CM rapporteur group at SA5 #7
Ericsson
Noted



Meeting #8 Bonn, Germany, 7 - 10 Dec 1999



S5-99293
8
Input to 32.106 - N-Interface
Siemens (LH)
Approved with updates

S5-99303
8
Input for 32.106 - Revised Notification IRP Information Model
Ericsson
Approved with updates

S5-99334
8
Report from CM rapporteur group at SA5 #8
Ericsson
Noted



Meeting #9 Sophia Antipolis, France, 18 - 21 Jan 2000



S5-000009

3G TS 32.106 v1.1.0
3GPP support
Agreed

S5-000036

PM object model requirements
PM Rapporteur
Noted

S5-000043

CM Rapporteur Session report
CM rapporteur
Appoved

S5-000044

Post meeting#9 documents



S5-000045

3G TS 32.106 v1.2.0
CM rapporteur

Thomas Tovinger
Post-meeting #9 submission

S5-000066

Meeting #10 Luleå, Sweden, 29 Feb – 3 Mar 2000



S5-000066

Requirements for “state management” of 3G Systems
Siemens-ICN SpA
Agreed with comments

S5-000075

Comments from Siemens to S5-99303 "Notification IRP Specification: Information Model".
Siemens
Agreed with comments and updates.

S5-000076

3G TS 32.106 v1.2.0
Secretary (Adrian ZOICAS)
Noted

S5-000084

Response to Siemens’ comments (S5-00075) on  the Notification IRP
Ericsson
Agreed with comments and updates.

S5-000089

Proposal for Release 2000 of 32.106: Inventory and Topology IRP Information Model
Ericsson (Thomas Tovinger)
Postponed

S5-000093

Additional parameter in subscribe() operation of Notification IRP (TS 32.106)
Ericsson (Thomas Tovinger)
Agreed with update

S5-000094

Proposal for R99: Inventory and Topology IRP Information Mode (32.106)l
Ericsson (Thomas Tovinger)
Postponed

S5-000110

Outline of NTT DoCoMo proposals on alarm notification (TS 32.111)
NTT DoCoMo (Yutaka Takeuchi)
Noted

S5-000111

Additional features in Notification IRP Information Model (TS 32.106)
NTT DoCoMo (Yutaka Takeuchi)
Agreed with updates

S5-000118

Comments on Notification IRP (TS 32.106)
T-Mobil (Tapinder Pal)
Agreed with updates

S5-000124

Investigation of “Configuration Management Work Item” approval process
SA5 Chairman (Yuhan Albert)
Noted

S5-000135

3G Configuration Management - CM (32.106) Rapporteur Group Session Report
CM rapporteur (Thomas Tovinger)
Superseded by S5-000164

S5-000136

Proposed updates for 32.106 to create first approved version (1.3.0)
CM rapporteur group


Superseded by S5-000164

S5-000138

Approved SA5/CM work item description (TSGS#4(99)273)
CM rapporteur (Thomas Tovinger)
Noted

S5-000164

Proposed updates for 32.106 to create first approved version (1.3.0)
Ericsson (Thomas Tovinger)
Agreed

S5-000168

Post meeting#10 documents



S5-000169

Updates for 32.106, as agreed at meeting#10 in Luleå, to create the SA5 approved version (1.4.0)
CM Rapporteur (Thomas Tovinger)
Sent on 6 Mar 2000



Meeting #10bis Montreal, Canada, 28 – 31 March 2000



S5C000001

Discussion / Introduction in the Notification IRP
Siemens (Lucian HIRSCH)
Discussed

S5C000002

Comments on Clause B1.1 of TS 32.106
Siemens (Gaetano CICCHITTO)
Agreed

S5C000003

Comments on Clause B1.3 (Definition changes)
Siemens (Gaetano CICCHITTO)
Discussed

S5C000004

Additional comments on System context for Notification
Siemens (Gaetano CICCHITTO)


S5C000005

Comments on Clause B3 (Modelling Approach)
Siemens (Gaetano CICCHITTO)


S5C000006

Additional comments on Clause B4.1
Siemens (Gaetano CICCHITTO)
Discussed

S5C000007

Contribution on “Interface and Class diagrams”
Siemens (Gaetano CICCHITTO)
Withdrawn:

replaced by S5c000008

S5C000008

Contribution on “Interface and Class diagrams”
Siemens (Gaetano CICCHITTO)
Discussed and partly agreed (in meeting #11)

S5C000009

Improvements of the last version of Notification IRP
Siemens (Lucian HIRSCH)
Discussed

S5C000010

Agenda for S5CM ad-hoc meeting #1
32.106 Rapporteur (Thomas TOVINGER)
Noted

S5C000011

Comments on “Updates of Notification IRP”
NortelNetworks (Jean SORBIER)
Discussed

S5C000012

Comments on the updated Naming Convention (32.106 Annex H)
Siemens (Di ZHOU)
Agreed

S5C000013

Comments to the updated Notification IRP from Ericsson
Siemens (Di ZHOU)
Partly discussed

S5C000014

Use of term pairs Manager/Agent and Actor/System
Siemens (Di ZHOU)
Addressed in AR session

S5C000015

Updates of Notification IRP Information Service
Ericsson (Edwin TSE, Thomas TOVINGER)
Agreed with updates according to S5c000019

S5C000016

Proposal for updated Name Convention for Managed Objects


Ericsson (Edwin TSE, Thomas TOVINGER)
Agreed with comments

S5C000017

Proposal for Corba Solution Set to Notification IRP
Ericsson (Edwin TSE, Thomas TOVINGER)
Agreed with comments

S5C000018

CM ad-hoc meeting #1 report
32.106 Rapporteur (Thomas TOVINGER)
Agreed with comments

S5C000019

Modification instructions for next update of Notification IRP IS (32.106 Annex B)
Ericsson (Edwin TSE, Thomas TOVINGER)
Agreed



Meeting #11 Paris, France, 10 – 14 Apr 2000



S5C000020

32.106 Draft version 3.0.2
Ericsson (Thomas TOVINGER)
Noted

S5C000021

Updates of Notification IRP Information Service
Ericsson (Thomas TOVINGER)
Agreed

S5-000175
CH 9.3
Answer from S1 to LS TSGS5#7(99)267: Comments on 22.115 Charging & Billing Service Aspects (S1-000157)
S1
Dispatched 3 Apr 2000

S5-000176
CH 9.3
LS from S2 to S5 on Volume Based Charging (S2-000605)
S2
Dispatched 3 Apr 2000

S5-000190
CM 9.4
Introduction of a new operation in Notification IRP
Siemens (Lucian Hirsch)


S5-000191
CM 9.4
Comments to CORBA Solution Set to Notification IRP (contribution to 32.106)
Siemens (Di ZHOU)
Discussed

S5-000192
CM 9.4
32.106 Draft version 3.0.2 (S5CM-000020)
CM Rapporteur (Thomas TOVINGER)
Agreed

S5-000193
CM 9.4
Updates of Notification IRP Information Service (S5CM-000021)
Ericsson (Edwin TSE, Thomas TOVINGER)
Agreed

S5-000194
CM 9.4
Basic CM IRP Information Model Revision B
Ericsson (Thomas TOVINGER)


S5-000198
CM 9.4
Revised CM Rapporteur Session report
CM Rapporteur (Thomas Tovinger)
Agreed

S5-000199
CM 9.4
CM Rapporteur Session report
CM Rapporteur (Thomas Tovinger)
Superseded by             S5-000198

S5-000226
CM 9.4
3G TS 32.106 v3.0.0
3GPP support
Noted

S5-000227
CM 9.4
3G TS 32.106 v3.0.1
3GPP support
Noted

S5-000244
8
Separate TSs for the “protocol level”
Ericsson (Hakan Andersson)
Agreed



Post meeting#11 documents



S5-000270
n. a.
SA5-related comments on proposal for the Release 2000 Features, Building Blocks and Work Tasks v.0.10
SA5 Vice-Chairman (Michael TRUSS)
Dispatched 20 Apr 2000
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S5C000022

Comments to Basic CM IRP Information Model Revision B
Siemens (Di ZHOU)


S5C000023

Notification IRP CMIP Solution Set   (Version A)
Siemens (Di ZHOU)


S5C000024

Updates after Paris agreement of Notification Integration Reference Point (IRP) - Specification: Information Service Revision E 
Ericsson (Edwin TSE)


S5C000025

Updates after Paris agreement of Name Convention for Managed Objects
Ericsson (Edwin TSE)


S5C000026

Updates after Paris agreement of CORBA Solution Set to Notification IRP
Ericsson (Edwin TSE)


S5C000027

Comments/proposal on System Context, version 2.
Ericsson (Edwin TSE)


S5C000028

Comments/proposal on implementation of optional operations and parameters
Ericsson (Edwin TSE)


S5C000029

Comments/proposal on qualifiers on common notification attributes
Ericsson (Edwin TSE)


S5C000030

Comments/proposal on Time semantics and syntax
Ericsson (Edwin TSE)


S5C000031

Agenda for SA5 #11bis Ad-hoc CM session
CM Rapporteur (Thomas Tovinger)
Superseded by S5C000034

S5C000032

Change request proposal for 32.106 V 3.0.1a
Ericsson (Thomas TOVINGER)


S5C000033

Comments on Updates of Notification IRP (Proposal for Additional Notification IRP parameters)
Nortel (Jean Sorbier)


S5C000034

Revised Agenda for SA5 #11bis Ad-hoc CM session
CM Rapporteur (Thomas TOVINGER)


S5C000035

32.106 V 3.0.1a
CM Rapporteur (Thomas TOVINGER)


S5C000036

Split into 8 parts of 32.106 V 3.0.1a
CM Rapporteur (Thomas TOVINGER)


3.2 Output Documents to SA5 plenary

See all new action items in section 4.2.

4 Action items 

4.1 Action items from previous meetings

Item
Task
To
Status after meeting #11

9.3
Create and review contributions for the network resource model to meeting #10.
All
Closed

4.2 New action items

Item
Task
To
Status after meeting #11bis

11b.1
Produce relevant contributions to 32.102 as well as all IRP documents for clarification of version handling, rename of the operation selectNotificationIRPVersion to getNotificationIRPVersion and update of  the description of that operation.
Ericsson
Open

11b.2
Create new baseline draft versions of the new Part specifications to 32.106, according to agreements in meeting #11bis-CM: 

a) Main body of 32.106 (part 1)

b) Notification IRP:IS

c) Notification IRP: Corba SS

d) Name Convention for Managed Objects
Ericsson
Open

11b.3
Create updated proposal for the Notification IRP: CMIP SS according to agreements in meeting #11bis-CM (see report of meeting #11bis-FM)
Siemens
Open

11b.4
Produce a contribution for the new operation getSubscriptions based on updated version of S5-000190 (see section 5.7 of meeting #11bis-CM report).
Ericsson
Open

11b.5
Produce a contribution for an “instruction”/rule for implementation of optional operations and parameters (see section 5.8 of meeting #11bis-CM report) which is generally applicable to all IRPs and preferably should be documented in one place, e.g. the Architecture document 32.102.
Ericsson
Open

11b.6
Produce a contribution for Event type for NotifyTopologyChange to be added to the event type list in Notif. IRP IS document.
Ericsson
Open

11b.7
A joint FM/CM session should define which alarms that shall be supported by each class in the Basic CM IRP NRM.
All
Open

5 Discussion of input documents 

Sections marked with “FM/CM” were discussed in a combined FM/CM session on day 2.
5.1 General notes applicable to all SA5 specifications

1. Move all foot-notes to the text body. They will be deleted by MCC documentation tools otherwise.

2. See section 5.5. f) below.

5.2 General notes applicable to all Corba SS documents

1. Delete all IDL comments (eccept the in module definition) as they are redundant and introduce a risk for inconsistency. 
2. Introduce a new “Unspecified Exception” to be used for “miscellaneous exceptions”, to handle the cases where none of the other Exceptions apply. 
5.3 Tdoc S5C000024 - Updates after Paris agreement of Notification Integration Reference Point (IRP) - Specification: Information Service Revision E

Edwin first presented the updates introduced in this document. 

Discussion and agreements:

1. The revision should be stepped “one extra time” (to G) in the next version.

2. Definition of Manager/System shall not be “circular”. Agreed in Paris – we will try to find a better formulation for that in this meeting.

3. Table 8: Correct use of bullets (a)-(c).

4. There are some Editor’s notes for which there are separate contributions from Ericsson. Will be discussed separately related to those contributions.

5. Correct title of 4.1.2

6. All items should be re-labelled according to the Paris agreement of “Mandatory/Conditional/Optional” (after discussion of the new input document from Ericsson related to this).

7. Table 8, EventTypeList: Rephrase to emphasize that it is “a list of lists”.

8. There was a question if we, in the light of the Paris agreement to introduce “Conditional” qualifiers, should introduce the Pull operation in the IS document, as Conditional. Di Zhou suggested that it is OK but we wait until with Release 2000 with this, mainly due to lack of time. This can also be applied to other “Conditional” items. Agreed. 

9. Table 1: Remove 2nd sentence of the row for “notificationCategory” parameter. (All categories shall be defined in the Notification IRP).

10. Additional comment by Edwin (not in doc 000024): 

“The last two sentences of 4.1.1.3, first paragraph, are confusing.  They give the impression that Manager must do the selectNotificationIRPVersion again before invoking subscribe.  But this is not the case.  Suggestion to remove the rest of this paragraph.”

After the discussion we agreed to rename the operation selectNotificationIRPVersion to getNotificationIRPVersion, without any input par., and to add a clarification better describing the rules for version handling, as the IRP concept in release 99 does not support dynamic version negotiation or session handling, as the System cannot “remember” that the Manager has “selected” a specific version. Further, the return parameter contains only one version, i.e. each IRP supports only one version in this release. Thus there is no problem with handling of backwards compatible versions. The Manager can simply check which version is supported by System, and use the interface if it supports one of the versions that the Manager can handle. If more than one version has to be supported towards one Manager, it has to be supported by different Systems.

The output parameter of this operation indicates the IS and SS version as “x:y”, and it shall be a ‘list of pairs with one element’ (to allow for more versions in the next release). This is applicable to all IRPs and should be described in the Architecture document 32.102 as well as all IRPs’ getNotificationIRPVersion operations. 

Detailed notes of all agreed changes were also made by Edwin during the whole discussion. All these changes will be included in the next version of the baseline draft (Part 2 of 32.106). After this review, all comments on the subject document have been considered, and thus the next update of the document can be considered very stable.
5.4 S5C000025 - Updates after Paris agreement of Name Convention for Managed Objects

Edwin first presented the updates introduced in this document.

Discussion and agreements:

1. The revision should be stepped “one extra time” in the next version.

2. In section 5.4, change the maximum size from 400 characters to 400 bytes.

3. There was also a discussion of which character sets shall be supported, whether it should be X.500 compliant or not etc. Current working assumption: Due to time constraints, we don’t change what is specified now, and if somebody has a strong input requirement it has to be proposed with a new contribution.

Additional comments by Ericsson on this document::

a. In section 1.2, 2nd paragraph, change last sentence to: “This document specifies one such name convention.”

b. Remove 3rd paragraph of section 1.2.

Agreed.

All these changes will be included in the next version of the baseline draft (Part 8 of 32.106). After this review, all comments on the subject document have been considered, and thus the next update of the document can be considered very stable.
5.5 S5C000026 - Updates after Paris agreement of CORBA Solution Set to Notification IRP (FM/CM)

Edwin first presented the updates introduced in this document.

Discussion and agreements:

1. The revision should be stepped to C in the next version.

2. In table 2-9, the notion of “in/out” in column 2 should be removed. It must always be the same as in the IS doc.

3. In table 2-9, remove all type specifications of the middle column.

4. Table 10: For the value of domain_name, use strings like ‘XyZ’ to denote the different IRP names plus IS and SS version, where y denotes the IRP name, X denotes the IS version and Z denotes the SS version (‘y’ being a letter a,b,c etc). The mapping between all IRP names and these ‘y’ string values is defined in this table of the Notification IRP Corba SS.

5. Table 10: Correct error in 2nd column of 5th row (“One NV pair of filterable_ body_fields”) – shall be “MOC/MOI”.
6. Remove last paragraph of 5.1 (it’s just confusing).
7. This SS will specify the filter grammar for the filter parameter of the subscribe operation. We also agreed that all IRPs’ Corba solution sets shall use the same OMG standard filter grammar (Extended_TCL).
Additional comments by Edwin 

A few additional minor comments (suggestions for further clarifications and corrections), discovered after Tdoc S5C000026 was created,  were presented by Edwin. They were discussed and agreed, and they will be documented in the “Update instructions” covering all agreements for this SS document (Tdoc S5C000042) and included in the next update.

Additional (verbal) comments by Siemens in Day 2
a. Comment on IDL “interface EventTypeValue”:  “Why do we need to define the event types here?” The discussion lead to the following conclusion:
The list of event types in the Notification IRP IS and SS document must of course be consistent (which they were not due to a mistake), and after review of the list we agreed on 15 types. 2nd sentence of 4.1.2.2.6 in the IS document shall be removed and reference to the standard from which each type was imported shall be specified.

b. “Why do we want to encapsulate groups of constants in different interfaces?” Reply by Edwin: This is a standard technique in IDL to enable the compiler, for whatever language binding, to detect programming errors. Agreed to keep it without change, but with some additional comments in the IDL file (for each interface) to explain the purpose.
c. We need some definition, of the Notification categories for all IRPs, in the IDL definition. Agreed.

d. NotificationId: Clarify in the IDL that the “Source MOI” is optional…

e. Correct an error in the IDL: Remove “struct CorrelatedNotificationInfo” (one definition too much).
f. “Please arrange the order of mandatory/optional and in/out parameters in a consistent way”. We agreed to do this for all IRPs. Applicable to all IRP IS and SS documents.

g. Clarify the mapping of “attach_push_b” in the SS table 1, and add two new tables to table 2-9 for the parameter mapping of the suspend and resume operations. 

After this review, all comments on the subject document have been considered, and thus the next update of the document can be considered fairly stable.

5.6 S5C000027 - Comments/proposal on System Context, version 2 (FM/CM)

Edwin first introduced this document.

Discussion and agreements: Agreed with minor changes. Mainly: We will now recommend SA5, in particular the architecture group, to use the terms IRPManager and IRPAgent instead of Actor/Manager and System. In the diagram, replace NCS by NM. The agreed changes will be reflected in the next update of all IRP IS documents and input to the Rome meeting for approval by SA5.
5.7 S5-000190 - Introduction of a new operation in Notification IRP (FM/CM)

This contribution (input to Paris meeting but not treated there) proposes a new operation getSubscriptions that allows for the Actor to get the list of all own subscriptionIds. Siemens also prepared an updated version of the proposal, incorporating the earlier (section 5.6) agreement to use the terms IRPManager/IRPAgent.

Conclusion: Agreed that it is useful even though not everybody thought it was necessary for release 99. We should try to introduce it in R99, as an optional operation, if we have time to. In that case it will be introduced after all earlier agreed changes have been introduced to the baseline document. We agreed to judge by the end of this meeting how important it is related to all other changes. Thus looking at the impact on the editing work of all desired changes and their importance, we planned to decide which of them, if not all, will be introduced. (Ed. note: By the end of the meeting, we ran out of time and did not have time to dicscuss this once more. Thus my conclusion (as Rapporteur) after the meeting is that I will put it up as an action item for a “desired action”, and we should try to do it as a contribution to the Rome meeting, or directly included in the next update of Notification IRP IS. If not possible, we will have to discuss and decide what to do in Rome).
5.8 S5C000028 - Comments/proposal on implementation of optional operations and parameters (FM/CM)

Edwin first introduced this document.

Discussion and agreements:

· If the proposal is accepted, this means that NULL semantics for optional parameters can only mean “not used”, nothing else. This has to be reviewed for all optional parameters.

· This shall be appplied to methods implemented by the IRPManager (notifications) as well as IRPAgent (operations).

· This problem consists of two parts: 

1. How does the invoker/requester indicate whether or not an optional parameter is intended to convey a semantics (to be considered part of the operation). Conclusion: Agreed to use the proposal from Ericsson, with the following qualifications/clarifications: 

a) In the IS documents, we don’t speak of “NULL semantics” (a special meaning for the NULL value e.g. “all categories”) – we speak only of present or absent parameters. (Because of this, empty strings are not allowed). Absent optional parameters must be given a semantic (e.g. “all categories”). But the meaning of an absent parameter will be specified case by case in the IS documents.

b) For the CORBA SS: Ericsson’s proposal accepted for the mapping of absent optional parameters which are strings or integers, but for all other data types such as complex structures it shall be specified for each case how it is mapped. 

2. How to generate an indication (warning/exception) to the invoker that such an optional parameter (requested by the invoker) was not supported. For this, we agreed that an exception shall be generated with the behaviour that nothing is done – the status of the server is restored to the same as before the operation was invoked.

The result of this agreement will be documented in an “instruction”/rule which is generally applicable to all IRPs and preferably should be documented in one place, e.g. the Architecture document 32.102. Action item: Provide a contribution for such a rule.

5.9 S5C000029 - Comments/proposal on qualifiers on common notification attributes (FM/CM)

Edwin first introduced this document.

Discussion and agreements: 

1. We keep the qualifiers in the Notif. IRP IS (for the parameters defined there), but remove them in the solution set documents (as they are meaningless there). 

2. Mandatory and Conditional qualifiers are always the same in other IRPs for the common attributes from the Notif. IRP, but ‘Optional’ qualifier can be “upgraded” to Mandatory (if not Optional).

5.10 S5C000030 - Comments/proposal on Time semantics and syntax (FM/CM)

Edwin first introduced this document.

Discussion and agreements:

The proposal was accepted as is.

5.11 S5-000194 - Basic CM IRP Information Model Revision B, and Tdoc S5C000022 - Comments to Basic CM IRP Information Model Revision B

Discussion and agreements:

General comments by Siemens:

1. “The usage of ‘System’/’Actor’ in documentation and modeling must be compliant to the agreement reached in the AR/PR session in Paris based on the contribution made by Gaetano”.

Agreed – will be changed according to the latest agreement in the #11bis combined FM/CM session to use IRPManager/IRPAgent.

2. “The key terms defined in the section 1.3 must be consistent to the agreement reached in the CM sessions based on the contribution made by me. For instance the definitions about Actor and System”.

Agreed – we will put the new definitions in Part 1 and refer to it from other parts of 32.106.

3. “We defined the exact meaning of ‘Mandatory’, ‘Optional’ and ‘Required’(?) in Paris to specify the operation, notification, attributes and parameters in IRP. This document must be updated so that it will be compliant to this agreement”.

Agreed. (Ed. note: “Required” above shall be “Conditional”).
4. A request was that this document defines, on the protocol independent (information model) level, which object classes shall be able to emit which alarm notifications. 

Agreed that we should do this, and it will be described in the NRM. One question was if we can “save specification work” by specifying “all alarms” for each MOC, or if we need to list the supported alarms specifically per MOC. We agreed to use the second alternative. 

Which alarms that shall be supported should be defined in a joint FM/CM session (action item; not finished in meeting #11bis). 

Another question was to which level of detail do we refer to the alarm notifications that shall be supported. The current agreement is to use the Event type and Extended event type.

Detailed comments by Siemens, section by section:

1. Event type for NotifyTopologyChange should be added to the event type list in Notif. IRP.

    Agreed – a new action item will be created for this.

2. The resolution of all other (non-editorial) comments by Siemens are included directly in an updated copy of Tdoc S5C000022 which is attached to this report – see Tdoc S5C000044. The agreed replies/conclusions are documented in the same “WinWord comment fields” marked in yellow, enclosed in brackets. Note: As Di Zhou (who wrote the Siemens comments) had to leave before this review was ready, we also noted some questions there, for clarification of these comments.

Further clarification by Ericsson on the need for the “ME Controller MOC”:

One more reason to have this MOC has been found: It can support unambiguous naming in all cases, also for scenarios when the Managed Elements have been pre-configured where some of them may have equal names (to avoid necessary administration to make all of them globally unique at creation/installation time). Thus, by means of globally unique names for the MEController instances, and by use of the SetDnPrefix operation to each ME as defined in the Basic CM IRP, the DNs for all MEs (and MOIs contained in them) can be assured to be globally unique, even in such a scenario as described above.

This was agreed, with the already made comment by Siemens that this MOC is made optional.
5.12 S5C000032 - Change request proposal for 32.106 V 3.0.1a

Discussion and agreements:

1. The editorial changes were accepted.

2. The proposed change in subclause 7.1 was accepted with some modifications that will be reflected in the next update of this document.

3. The proposed change in subclause 7.3.1 regarding state change notifications was agreed to be discussed and decided upon in a later combined FM/CM meeting. (Ed. note: By the end of the meeting, we ran out of time and did not have time to dicscuss this once more. Thus my conclusion (as Rapporteur) after the meeting is that this will have to be decided upon in the Rome meeting).
5.13 S5C000023 - Notification IRP CMIP Solution Set   (Version A) (FM/CM)

For minutes about this discussion, please refer to the report from the #11bis FM session (as it was a combined FM/CM session chaired by the FM Rapporteur).

5.14  S5C000033 Proposal for Additional Notification IRP parameters (Jean Sorbier) (FM/CM)

Discussion and agreements:

Decision postponed until we have reviewed the CMIP solution sets.

(Ed. note: By the end of the meeting, we ran out of time and did not have time to dicscuss this once more. Thus my conclusion (as Rapporteur) after the meeting is that this will have to be decided upon in the Rome meeting).
6 Next steps and planning of ad-hoc meetings (if necessary)

-

7 Any other business

7.1 Discussion with MCC about the administrative procedures for the “document split” (FM/CM)

A shorter presentation was made (for the CM and FM Rapporteurs) by Adrian Zoicas and Nadège Florival from the MCC staff regarding the documentation rules for the split into different parts. This and the subsequent (short) discussion clarified very well how we shall generate the new document parts.
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