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1 Welcome, call to order and registration of participants

Fully or partly present in this CM session were:
Attendee Name
Company
Telephone/Fax
E-mail address

Habib Nouira
Alcatel S.A.
33 130 775 109


habib.nouira@alcatel.fr 

John Wilber
AT&T Wireless Services
1 480 473 1150
wilber2@dellepro.com

Thomas Tovinger
Ericsson (Rapporteur)
46 31747 3010

46 31747 3083
thomas.tovinger@emw.ericsson.se 

Robert Petersen
Ericsson
46 13 284601
robert.petersen@era.ericsson.se 

Edwin Tse
Ericsson
1 514  823  6301
edwin.tse@lmc.ericsson.se 

Jean-Michel Cornily
Lucent Technologies
?
cornily@lucent.com 

Bert Boden
Mannesmann Mobilfunk
49 211 533 2946

49 211 533 2824
bert.boden@d2mannesmann.de 

Trevor Pirt
Motorola
353 214 511218
trevor.pirt@motorola.com 

Juhana Häkkinen
Nokia
358 3257 7911
juhana.hakkinen@nokia.com 

David Sidor
Nortel Networks
1 919 992 3628

1 919 992 7892
djsidor@nortelnetworks.com 

Yutaka Takeuchi
NTT DoCoMo
81 468 40 3261

81 468 40 3765
takeuchi@tss.yh.nec.co.jp 

Il Soo Ahn
Samsung Electronics
82 342 779 8800
isahn@telecom.samsung.co.kr 

Di Zhou
Siemens AG 
43 5 707 43583
di.zhou@siemens.at 

Tapinder Pal
T-Mobil
49 228 936 3349
tapinder.pal@t-mobil.de 

Burce Kabatepe
Telcordia Technologies
1 732 758 3051
bkabatep@telcordia.com 

2 Agenda approval – Administrative issues

Approved after changes.

3 Document registration 

3.1 Input documents
Listed here are documents input to, and created at, this meeting.

2001 Document List

Tdoc
Title
Related spec.
Source
Release
Status


Carry-over from 2000 document list





S5A000046
TR01 V0.0.2 Management level procedures and interactions with UTRAN
32.800
Mannesmann (Martijn HIJDRA)
R5
Moved to Rel5.

S5C000033
Comments on Updates of Notification IRP (Proposal for Additional Notification IRP parameters)
32.106-3
Nortel (Jean Sorbier)
R4/R5
Replaces S5C000031 

Forwarded to FM group



S5C000078
Contribution to 32.106-5 Basic CM IRP IS
32.106-5
Siemens (Di ZHOU)
R4/R5
Partly agreed. Most parts moved to R4/R5 work.

Replaced by S5C010081

S5C000096
CR proposal: “Corrections to TS 32.106-2: Notification IRP : Information Service (Event type)”
32.106-2
Lucent Technologies (Patrick JURÉ)
R4/R5
Forwarded to FM group

S5C000097
CR proposal: “Corrections to TS 32.106-2: Notification IRP : Information Service (Extended event type)”
32.106-2
Lucent Technologies (Patrick JURÉ)
R4/R5
Forwarded to FM group

S5C000112
Basic CM IRP: Clarification on containment of 3GSubNetwork
32.106-5
Siemens (Gaetano CICCHITTO)
R4/R5
Discussed. 

(*)

S5C000116
Update TS 32.106-3 Due To The Recommended Removal Of Extended Event Types From TS 32.106-2 and TS 32.111-2.
32.106-3
Lucent Technologies (Randall J. SCHEER)
R4/R5
Forwarded to FM group

S5C000117
Update TS 32.106-5 Due To The Recommended Removal Of Extended Event Types From TS 32.106-2 and TS 32.111-2
32.106-5
Lucent Technologies (Randall J. SCHEER)
R4
(*)

S5C000118
Update TS 32.106-6 Due To The Recommended Removal Of Extended Event Types From TS 32.106-2 and TS 32.111-2
32.106-6
Lucent Technologies (Randall J. SCHEER)
R4
(*)

S5C000138
Inclusion of outstanding Rel.99 Work Items into Release 4
32.106
T-Mobil (Tapinder PAL)
R4/R5
Replaces S5C000056.

Noted.

S5C000182
Bulk CM Data Upload and Download over Itf-N
32.106
T-Mobil (Tapinder PAL)
R4/R5
Replaces S5C000083

Replaced by S5C010080

S5C000183
Requirements for Inventory Management over Itf-N
32.106
T-Mobil (Tapinder PAL)
R5
(*)

S5C000184
Proposal for IRPAgent MOC in Basic CM IRP NRM
32.106-5
Ericsson (Edwin TSE)
R4/R5
Replaced by S5C010103
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S5C010001
Use Stringified IOR Instead Of Type Object - R99 - replaces C166
32.106-3
Lucent Technologies (Randall J. SCHEER)
R99
Replaces S5C000166

Agreed.

S5C010002
Fix IDL Compile Error In NotificationIRPSystem - R99
32.106-3
Lucent Technologies (Randall J. SCHEER)
R99
Replaced by S5C010053

S5C010003
Mismatched Subscription Id Types - R4
32.106-3
Lucent Technologies (Randall J. SCHEER)
R4/R5
Replaced by S5C010034

S5C010004
Mismatched Notification Id Type In Table - R4
32.106-3
Lucent Technologies (Randall J. SCHEER)
R4/R5
Replaced by S5C010030

S5C010005
Missing NV Constant String For Notify Alarm List Rebuilt reason Attribute - R99
32.106-3
Lucent Technologies (Randall J. SCHEER)
R99
Replaced by S5-010034rev1 (agreed)

S5C010006
CosNotifyComm.idl Not Used In NotificationIRPSystem - R4
32.106-3
Lucent Technologies (Randall J. SCHEER)
R4/R5
Replaced by S5C010035

S5C010007
TimeBase.idl Not Used In Module NotificationDefs - R4
32.106-6
Lucent Technologies (Randall J. SCHEER)
R4/R5
Replaced by S5C010036

S5C010008
Double Modules In IDL - R99
32.106-6
Lucent Technologies (Randall J. SCHEER)
R99
Replaced by S5C010028

S5C010009
Update get_basicCm_IRP_version To Be Consistent With Alarm IRP And Notification IRP - R99
32.106-6
Lucent Technologies (Randall J. SCHEER)
R99
Replaced by S5C010058

S5C010010
Mismatched irpVersion Types - R99
32.106-6
Lucent Technologies (Randall J. SCHEER)
R99
Replaced by S5C010059

S5C010011
Update Structured Event Table To Be Consistent With Alarm IRP - R99
32.106-6
Lucent Technologies (Randall J. SCHEER)
R99
Replaced by S5C010029



S5C010012
Update Basic CM IRP Iterator To Be Consistent With Alarm IRP Iterator - R99
32.106-6
Lucent Technologies (Randall J. SCHEER)
R99
Replaced by S5C010060

S5C010013
Feasibility Study For 3GPP SA5 Implementing T1M1.5

/ ITU-T CORBA Framework - R5
32.106-3

32.106-6
Lucent Technologies (Randall J. SCHEER)
R5
Presented (*)

S5C010014
Agenda for CM session #17
-
CM Rapporteur (Thomas TOVINGER)
-
Replaced by S5C010023

S5C010015
Report of CM session #17
-
CM Rapporteur (Thomas TOVINGER)
-
Agreed

S5C010016
Editorial corrections of 32.106-5 V3.0.0 (creating V3.0.1)
32.106-5
CM Rapporteur (Thomas TOVINGER)
R99
Replaced by S5C010033

S5C010017
CR proposal for 32.106-5: UMTS Network Resource Model alignment with TSG RAN specifications
32.106-5
Ericsson (Robert PETERSEN)
R99
Replaced by S5C010039

S5C010018
CR proposal for 32.106-5 R99: Correction of supported UMTS Managed Element types/functions
32.106-5
Ericsson (Thomas TOVINGER)
R99
Replaced by S5C010044

S5C010019
OMG Notification Service Quality Of Service Parameters – CR for 32.106-2 (Revised)
32.106-2
Lucent Technologies (Randall J. SCHEER)
R99
Replaces S5C000172

Replaced by S5-010031rev1 (agreed)

S5C010020
OMG Notification Service Quality Of Service Parameters – CR for 32.106-3 (revised)
32.106-3
Lucent Technologies (Randall J. SCHEER)
R99
Replaces S5C000173

Replaced by S5C010054

S5C010021
CR proposal for 32.106-2: Remove reference to relationshipChange notification
32.106-2
Lucent Technologies (Randall J. SCHEER)
R99
Replaces S5C000177

Replaced by S5-010032rev1 (agreed)

S5C010022
Draft v1 of 32.106-2 R4 (same as S5F010006)
32.106-2
Lucent Technologies (Patrick JURÉ)
R4
Same as S5F010006

Noted

S5C010023
Agenda for CM session #17 (revised)
-
CM Rapporteur (Thomas TOVINGER)
-
Replaces S5C010014

S5C010024
CR proposal for 32.106-5: Correction of notifyObjectDeletion behaviour description
32.106-5
CM Rapporteur (Thomas TOVINGER)
R99
Discussed

Replaced by S5C010043

S5C010025
Introduce Log Management IRP (for information)
32.111
Motorola (Michael TRUSS)
R5
Presented 

Same as S5F010007

Moved to FM work

S5C010026
Draft proposal for a Log Managment IRP Information Service (for information)
32.111
Motorola (Michael TRUSS)
R5
Presented 

Same as S5F010008

Moved to FM work

S5C010027
Draft proposal for a Log Managment IRP CORBA Solution Set (for information)
32.111
Motorola (Michael TRUSS)
R5
Presented

Same as S5F010009

Moved to FM work

S5C010028
Double Modules In IDL - R99 (revised)
32.106-6
Lucent Technologies (Randall J. SCHEER)
R99
Replaces S5C010008

Replaced by S5C010061

S5C010029
Update Structured Event Table To Be Consistent With Alarm IRP - R99 (revised)
32.106-6
Lucent Technologies (Randall J. SCHEER)
R99
Replaces S5C010011

Replaced by S5C010062

S5C010030
Mismatched Notification Id Type In Table – revised for R99
32.106-3
Lucent Technologies (Randall J. SCHEER)
R99
Replaces S5C010004 

Replaced by S5-010036rev1 (agreed)

S5C010031
Use Stringified IOR Instead Of Type Object - R99 - replaces C166
32.106-3
Lucent Technologies (Randall J. SCHEER)
R99
Replaces first part of S5C010001. Replaced by S5C010055.

S5C010032
Add attach_push suspension and resumption methods
32.106-3
Lucent Technologies (Randall J. SCHEER)
R99
Replaces 2nd part of S5C010001 (*)

S5C010033
Editorial corrections of 32.106-5 V3.0.0 (creating V3.0.1)
32.106-5
CM Rapporteur (Thomas TOVINGER)
R99
Replaces S5C010016

S5C010034
Mismatched Subscription Id Types (revised)
32.106-3
Lucent Technologies (Randall J. SCHEER)
R99
Replaces S5C010003

Replaced by S5C010056

S5C010035
CosNotifyComm.idl Not Used In NotificationIRPSystem (revised)
32.106-3
Lucent Technologies (Randall J. SCHEER)
R99
Replaces S5C010006

Replaced by S5C010057

S5C010036
TimeBase.idl Not Used In Module NotificationDefs (revised)
32.106-6
Lucent Technologies (Randall J. SCHEER)
R99
Replaces S5C010007

Replaced by S5-010045rev1 (agreed)

S5C010037
Executive Report of CM session #17
-
CM Rapporteur (Thomas TOVINGER)
-
Agreed
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S5C010038
Proposal for Bulk CM Data Upload and Download over Itf-N to be included in Release 4
32.106
T-Mobil (Michael BERBERICH)
R4
Noted

S5C010039
CR proposal for 32.106-5: UMTS Network Resource Model alignment with TSG RAN specifications (revised)
32.106-5
Ericsson (Robert PETERSEN)
R99
Replaces S5C010017

Alt. 2 in S5C010063

Replaced by S5C010064

S5C010040
Agenda for CM session #18
-
CM Rapporteur (Thomas TOVINGER)
-
Replaced by S5C010050

S5C010041
Report of CM session #18
-
CM Rapporteur (Thomas TOVINGER)
-


S5C010042
Contribution to

the R4/R5 work plan (email 2001-02-09)
32.106
Lucent Technologies (Randall J. SCHEER)
R4/R5
Noted

S5C010043
CR proposal for 32.106-5: Correction of notifyObjectDeletion and notifyObject-Creation behaviour description (revised)
32.106-5
CM Rapporteur (Thomas TOVINGER)
R99
Replaces S5C010024

Replaced by S5C010068

S5C010044
CR proposal for 32.106-5 R99: Correction of supported UMTS Managed Element types/functions (revised)
32.106-5
Ericsson (Thomas TOVINGER)
R99
Replaces S5C010018

Replaced by S5C010069

Moved to R4

S5C010045
Proposal for first draft of “split BCM IRP”, for new Part 5 (Introduction and IS)
32.106-5
Ericsson (Thomas TOVINGER) 
R4
Replaced by S5C010094

S5C010046
Proposal for first draft of “split BCM IRP”, for new Part 9 (Generic NRM)
32.106-9
Ericsson (Thomas TOVINGER) 
R4
Replaced by S5C010095

S5C010047
Proposal for first draft of “split BCM IRP”, for new Part 12  (UTRAN NRM)
32.106-12
Ericsson (Thomas TOVINGER) 
R4
Replaced by S5C010096

S5C010048
Proposal for first draft of “split BCM IRP”, for new Part 15 (GERAN NRM)
32.106-15
Ericsson (Thomas TOVINGER) 
R4
Replaced by S5C010097

S5C010049
Proposal for first draft of “split BCM IRP”, for new Part 18 (CN NRM)
32.106-18
Ericsson (Thomas TOVINGER) 
R4
Replaced by S5C010098

S5C010050
Agenda for CM session #18 (revised)
-
CM Rapporteur (Thomas TOVINGER)
-
Replaces S5C010040

S5C010051
Making 32.106-7 (CMIP SS) compliant to 32.106-5 (IS/IM)
32.106-7
Siemens (Di ZHOU)
R99
Replaced by S5C010075

S5C010052
Updated R99 CRs from meeting #17
32.106
SA5 secretary (Adrian ZOICAS)
R99
Noted

S5C010053


Rev 2 of “S5-010033rev1” (updated CR) - 

Correct the IDL syntax error in the NotificationIRPSystem module
32.106-3
CM Rapporteur (Thomas TOVINGER)
R99
Replaces S5C010002

Agreed. Same as S5-010033rev2

S5C010054
Rev 2 of “S5-010035rev1” (updated CR) - Add CORBA Quality of Service parameters
32.106-3
CM Rapporteur (Thomas TOVINGER)
R99
Replaces S5C010020

Agreed. Same as S5-010035rev2

S5C010055
Rev 2 of “S5-010037rev1” (updated CR) - Use stringified IOR instead of type Object for manager_reference
32.106-3
CM Rapporteur (Thomas TOVINGER)
R99
Replaces S5C010031

Agreed. Same as S5-010037rev2

S5C010056
Rev 2 of “S5-010038rev1” (updated CR) - Mismatched SubscriptionId types
32.106-3
CM Rapporteur (Thomas TOVINGER)
R99
Replaces S5C010034

Agreed. Same as S5-010038rev2

S5C010057
Rev 2 of “S5-010039rev1” (updated CR) - Remove CosNotifyComm.idl not used in the module NotificationIRPSystem
32.106-3
CM Rapporteur (Thomas TOVINGER)
R99
Replaces S5C010035

Agreed. Same as S5-010039rev2

S5C010058
Rev 2 of “S5-010046rev1” (updated CR) - Update get_basicCm_IRP_version to be consistent with Alarm IRP and Notification IRP
32.106-6
CM Rapporteur (Thomas TOVINGER)
R99
Replaces S5C010009

Agreed. Same as S5-010046rev2

S5C010059
Rev 2 of “S5-010047rev1” (updated CR) - Mismatched irpVersion types
32.106-6
CM Rapporteur (Thomas TOVINGER)
R99
Replaces S5C010010

Agreed. Same as S5-010047rev2

S5C010060
Rev 2 of “S5-010048rev1” (updated CR) - Update Basic CM IRP Iterator To Be Consistent With Alarm IRP Iterator
32.106-6
CM Rapporteur (Thomas TOVINGER)
R99
Replaces S5C010012

Agreed. Same as S5-010048rev2

S5C010061
Rev 2 of “S5-010049rev1” (updated CR) - Double Modules In IDL
32.106-6
CM Rapporteur (Thomas TOVINGER)
R99
Replaces S5C010028

Agreed. Same as S5-010049rev2

S5C010062
Rev 2 of “S5-010051rev1” (updated CR) - Update Structured Event Table To Be Consistent With Alarm IRP
32.106-6
CM Rapporteur (Thomas TOVINGER)
R99
Replaces S5C010029

Agreed. Same as S5-010051rev2

S5C010063
CR proposal for 32.106-5: UMTS Network Resource Model alignment with TSG RAN specifications (alternative 2)
32.106-5
Ericsson (Robert PETERSEN)
R99
Alt. 2 to S5C010039

S5C010064
CR proposal for 32.106-5: UMTS Network Resource Model alignment with TSG RAN specifications (revised)
32.106-5
Ericsson (Robert PETERSEN)
R99
Replaces S5C010039

Replaced by S5C010076

S5C010065
CR proposal for Basic CM IRP CORBA SS to match the changes in S5C010064
32.106-6
Ericsson (Thomas TOVINGER)
R99
Replaced by S5C010077

S5C010066
Void





S5C010067
CR proposal for Basic CM IRP CMIP SS to match the changes in S5C010064
32.106-7
Siemens (Di ZHOU)
R99
Replaced by S5C010078

S5C010068
CR proposal for 32.106-5: Correction of notifyObjectDeletion and notifyObject-Creation behaviour description (revised)
32.106-5
CM Rapporteur (Thomas TOVINGER)
R99
Replaces S5C010043

Replaced by S5C010079

S5C010069
CR proposal for 32.106-5: Correction of supported UMTS Managed Element types/functions (revised)
32.106-5
Ericsson (Thomas TOVINGER)
R4
Replaces S5C010044

(*)

S5C010070
Draft Revised work plan for CM
32.106
CM Rapporteur (Thomas TOVINGER)
R4/R5
Replaced by S5C010071

S5C010071
Draft Revised work plan for CM
32.106
CM Rapporteur (Thomas TOVINGER)
R4/R5
Replaced by S5C010073

S5C010072

Executive Report of CM session #18
-
CM Rapporteur (Thomas TOVINGER)
-
Replaced by S5C010074

S5C010073
Draft Revised work plan for CM
32.106
CM Rapporteur (Thomas TOVINGER)
R4/R5
Replaces S5C010071

S5C010074

S5-010130
Executive Report of CM session #18, revised
-
CM Rapporteur (Thomas TOVINGER)
-
Replaces S5C010072

S5C010075

S5-010132
Making 32.106-7 (CMIP SS) compliant to 32.106-5 (IS/IM) (revised)
32.106-7
Siemens (Di ZHOU)
R99
Replaces S5C010051

Agreed.

S5C010076

S5-010133
CR proposal for 32.106-5: UMTS Network Resource Model alignment with TSG RAN specifications (revised)
32.106-5
Ericsson (Robert PETERSEN)
R99
Replaces S5C010064

Agreed.

S5C010077

S5-010134
CR proposal for Basic CM IRP CORBA SS to match the changes in S5C010076 (revised)
32.106-6
Ericsson (Thomas TOVINGER)
R99
Replaces S5C010065

Agreed.

S5C010078

S5-010135
CR proposal for Basic CM IRP CMIP SS to match the changes in S5C010076 (revised)
32.106-7
Siemens (Di ZHOU)
R99
Replaces S5C010067

Agreed.

S5C010079

S5-010136
CR proposal for 32.106-5: Correction of notifyObjectDeletion and notifyObject-Creation behaviour description (revised)
32.106-5
CM Rapporteur (Thomas TOVINGER)
R99
Replaces S5C010068

Agreed.
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S5C010080
TMF contribution - Inclusion of requirements for Bulk Configuration Management data handling
32.106-1
Motorola, Alcatel, T-Mobil, Ericsson, Lucent, Nokia, Nortel Networks, Mannesmann Mobilfunk, Siemens and Telcordia.
R4/R5
Replaces S5C000182

Replaced by S5C010108

S5C010081
Contribution to 32.106-5-1 Basic CM IRP IS
32.106-5
Siemens (Di ZHOU)
R4
Replaces S5C000078

Agreed

S5C010082
Agenda for CM session #19
-
CM Rapporteur (Thomas TOVINGER)
-
Replaced by S5C010107

S5C010083
Report of CM session #19
-
CM Rapporteur (Thomas TOVINGER)
-


S5C010084 S5-010230
Executive Report of CM session #19
-
CM Rapporteur (Thomas TOVINGER)
-


S5C010085
Corrections to TS 32.106-2 V3.2.0, description of Managed Object Instance
32.106-2
Ericsson (Edwin TSE)
R4
Replaced by S5C010100

S5C010086
TMF contribution - New CM Document Part for Bulk Data Transfer IRP
32.106-x?
Motorola, Alcatel, T-Mobil, Ericsson, Lucent, Nokia, Nortel Networks, Mannesmann Mobilfunk, Siemens and Telcordia.
R4/R5
Replaced by S5C010113

Partly reviewed (*)

S5C010087
TMF contribution - Bulk CM data transfer and Inter-system handover model
32.106-5
See S5C010086 above
R4/R5
Replaced by S5C010115

Partly reviewed (*)

S5C010088
TMF contribution - Bulk data transfer for GERAN
32.106-5
See S5C010086 above
R4/R5
Partly reviewed (*)

S5C010089
TMF contribution - Bulk CM IRP: CORBA Solution Set (draft for info)
32.106-6
See S5C010086 above
R4/R5
Partly reviewed (*)

S5C010090
TMF contribution - Open points regarding Bulk CM (draft for info)
32.106-5
See S5C010086 above
R4/R5


S5C010091
TMF contribution - Bulk Data Transfer IRP: XML Data Format (draft for info)
32.106-x
See S5C010086 above
R4/R5
Replaced by S5C010105

S5C010092
Contribution on the Architecture of Information Services
32.102, 32.106-2, 32.106-5, 32.111-2
Lucent Technologies (Jean-Michel CORNILY)
R4/R5
Partly reviewed (*)

S5C010093
Contribution on the Generic Network Resource Model
32.106-2, 32.106-5, 32.111-2
Lucent Technologies (Jean-Michel CORNILY)
R4/R5
Partly reviewed (*)

S5C010094
2nd draft proposal for “split BCM IRP”, for new Part 5-1 (Introduction and IS)
32.106-5-1
Ericsson (Thomas TOVINGER) 
R4
Replaces S5C010045

Partly reviewed (*)

S5C010095
2nd draft proposal for “split BCM IRP”, for new Part 5-2 (Generic NRM)
32.106-5-2
Ericsson (Thomas TOVINGER) 
R4
Replaces S5C010046

S5C010096
2nd draft proposal for “split BCM IRP”, for new Part 5-3  (UTRAN NRM)
32.106-5-3
Ericsson (Thomas TOVINGER) 
R4
Replaces S5C010047

S5C010097
2nd draft proposal for “split BCM IRP”, for new Part 5-4 (GERAN NRM)
32.106-5-4
Ericsson (Thomas TOVINGER) 
R4
Replaces S5C010048

S5C010098
2nd draft proposal for “split BCM IRP”, for new Part 5-5 (CN NRM)
32.106-5-5
Ericsson (Thomas TOVINGER) 
R4
Replaces S5C010049

S5C010099
Contribution on the Basic CM IRP Information Service
32.106-5-1
Lucent Technologies (Jean-Michel CORNILY)
R4/R5


S5C010100
CR to TS 32.106-2, V3.2.0 description of Managed Object Instance
32.106-2
Ericsson (Edwin TSE)
R4
Replaces S5C010085

Treated by FM RG (agreed)

S5C010101
CR – clarification on Name Convention
32.106-8
Ericsson (Edwin TSE)
R4
Reviewed (*)

S5C010102
CR - Reposition “#pragma prefix” directive
32.106-6
Ericsson (Edwin TSE)
R99
Replaced by S5C010104

S5C010103
Discovery of IRPAgent
32.106-5
Ericsson (Edwin TSE)
R4
Replaces S5C000184

Treated in AR-PR group

S5C010104

S5-010231
CR - Reposition “#pragma prefix” directive (revised)
32.106-6
Ericsson (Edwin TSE)
R99
Replaces S5C010102

Agreed

S5C010105
TMF contribution - Bulk Data Transfer IRP: XML Data Format (draft for info) (revised)
32.106-x
See S5C010086 above
R4/R5
Replaces S5C010091

S5C010106
Priority Among Release 5 Work Items
32.106
AT&T Wireless Services  (John WILBER)
R4/R5
Partly presented (*)

S5C010107
Agenda for CM session #19 (revised)
-
CM Rapporteur (Thomas TOVINGER)
-
Replaces S5C010082

S5C010108
TMF contribution - Inclusion of requirements for Bulk Configuration Management data handling (revised)
32.106-1
See S5C010080
R4/R5
Replaces S5C010080

S5C010109
Corrections to TS 32.102-320 regarding IRPAgent’s handling of optionality
32.102
Ericsson (Edwin TSE)
R4
Treated in AR-PR group

S5C010110
Support of backward compatibility and vendor-specific extensions
32.102
Ericsson (Edwin TSE)
R4
Treated in AR-PR group

S5C010111
Handling of optional operations and parameters in CORBA SS
32.102
Ericsson (Edwin TSE)
R4
Treated in AR-PR group

S5C010112
IRP Versioning 
32.102
Ericsson (Edwin TSE)
R4
Treated in AR-PR group

S5C010113
TMF contribution - New CM Document Part for Bulk Data Transfer IRP (revised)
32.106-x?
See S5C010086
R4/R5
Replaces S5C010086

S5C010114

Proposal for new CM document  numbering scheme
32.106-x
CM Rapporteur (Thomas TOVINGER)
R4
Replaced by S5C010116

S5C010115
TMF contribution - Bulk CM data transfer and Inter-system handover model
32.106-5
See S5C010086 above
R4/R5
Replaces S5C010087

S5C010116

S5-010232
Proposal for new CM document  numbering scheme (revised)
32.106-x
CM Rapporteur (Thomas TOVINGER)
R4
Replaces S5C010114

S5C010117






 (*) Needs more review

Colour legend: 

Green: Replaced by updated version. 

Red: Allocated number whose doc. doesn’t exist yet. 

Yellow: S5 Tdoc.
4 Approval of the report of last meeting

Approved without comments.

5 Action items

5.1 Action items from previous meetings

Item
Description
Release
Owner
Status after meeting #18
Target date

15b.2
Write a contribution which describes the scenarios for start-up and discovery of a Network Manager.
R99
Randall Scheer/ Edwin Tse
Closed
Meeting #19

5.2 New action items
Item
Description
Release
Owner
Status after meeting #19
Target date

19.1
For all contributors to Rel4 versions of Part 5 and 6 related contributions, consider the new structure in Notification IRP created by the FM group, thus removing the Extended Event Type references from all new versions of 32.106 Part 5, 6 and 7.


Rel4
All
Open
Meeting #20

19.2
Check if we need to revise the IRP definition (and compliance statements) in 32.101 and 32.102 due to the fact that these IRPs don’t contain any operations or notifications (what is referred to as “IS”).
Rel4
All
Open
Meeting #20

19.3
We should propose our preferred document numbering scheme to SA5 at this plenary, and also discuss it with FM regarding the Notification IRP (being a common document that may be preferred to have in a separate series).


Rel4
Thomas
Closed
Meeting #19

19.4
If the new document numbering scheme is approved, write new CRs to transfer all existing 32.106 part specifications to the new specifications.
Rel4
Thomas (supported by All)
Open
Meeting #20

19.5
Clarify issues related to Tdoc S5C01080, and create update in S5C010108
Rel4/5
Tapinder
Open
Meeting #19bis

19.6
Clarify issues related to Tdoc S5C010086, and create update in  S5C010113
Rel4/5
Trevor/All
Open
Meeting #19bis

19.7
Clarify issues related to Tdoc S5C010087, and create update in S5C010115
Rel4/5
Robert/All
Open
Meeting #19bis

19.8
Check that the latest published R99 versions of 32.106-x are OK
R99
All
Open
Meeting #20

19.9
Prepare a final version of CR S5C010081.
Rel4/5
Di 
Open
Meeting #20

19.10
Prepare an updated version of CR S5C010101.
R99/Rel4
Edwin
Open
Meeting #19bis

19.11
Decide what to recommend for GSM 12.71/52.071
Rel4
All
Open
Meeting #20

19.12
Present and analyse the new IS methodology, if it can be applied to the CM documentation in Rel4.
Rel4/5
Patrick Juré/All
Open
Meeting #19bis

19.13
If possible, clarify issues related to Tdoc S5C010088 and create updated specification.
Rel4/5
Robert
Open
Meeting #19bis

19.14
Present the three remaining TMF contributions.
Rel4/5
TMF MCCM members
Open
Meeting #19bis

6 Release 99 CRs

6.1 S5C010102/104: CR on 32.106-6 - Reposition “#pragma prefix” directive

The pragma prefix directive needs to be moved one line down, otherwise its intended effect will not work. Approved in updated version (only administrative changes) in Tdoc S5C010104. 

7 Checking of the latest released R99 versions of the 32.106 documents

Thomas circulated the new versions of 32.106 to be published after implementation of all CRs approved at the last TSG SA meeting. Everybody was asked to check them off-line, if all of them seem to be correct, but there was no time to do that during this meeting. Thus everybody is asked to check them before the next meeting and report any errors found via e-mail ASAP (AP 19.8).
8 Preparation of a reply LS to ITU-T about CORBA framework alignment

Relevant Tdocs to this LS:

A010064: contains an outline (front-end) of the LS from SA5 where we should add a response for CM

S5010097: contains the latest LS from ITU-T SG4 to SA5 regarding the same issue

S5010044: contains a previous LS response to T1M1 regarding the same issue (and our response to SG4 should be consistent with that).

After some discussions, a small ad-hoc group (Dave, John, Edwin) agreed to draft a response, based on the earlier T1M1 LS in S5010044. This was then forwarded to the AR-PR Rapporteur and SA5 plenary for approval.

9 Handling of the 12.71/52.071

This document was transferred to SA5, at the same time automatically transferred to a Rel4 version with the new number 52.071, at the last TSG SA plenary. We need to make a decision what to do about it. One possible solution which was briefly discussed, was to request SA5 and SA to withdraw the 52.071, given the statement that relevant aspects of LCS management in Rel4 are covered by the CR for new ME types (which will be updated after this meeting). However there was not enough time and background information available at this meeting, so we should defer the decision to meeting #20. 

10 Release 4 input documents

Carry-over Rel4 documents from 2000
10.1 S5C000117: Update TS 32.106-5 Due To The Recommended Removal Of Extended Event Types From TS 32.106-2 and TS 32.111-2

Superseded by the work in Release 4, and a new action item 19.1 is created: For all contributors to Rel4 versions of Part 5 and 6 related contributions, consider the new structure in Notification IRP created by the FM group. Thus the Extended Event Type references shall be removed from all new versions of 32.106 Part 5, 6 and 7 (or corresponding NRM IRP documents).

10.2 S5C000118: Update TS 32.106-6 Due To The Recommended Removal Of Extended Event Types From TS 32.106-2 and TS 32.111

Same conclusion as for S5C000117 above.

2001 Rel4 documents
10.3 S5C010094: 2nd draft proposal for “split BCM IRP”, for new Part 5-1 (Introduction and IS)

This document, and the new structure for all the Basic CM IRP parts and subparts, created a long discussion around some general questions as follows: 

1. How do we handle optionality in the compliance? We need to make it easier for vendors to state compliance to different parts of the NRM. 

2. Shall we rename Basic CM IRP, as it is not so basic anymore? Shall it cover everything we want for the Resource model also for the future, or do we want to place all extensions in separate IRPs? Is it better to include only the IS and Generic NRM in the Basic CM IRP, or maybe even a separate IRP for each of these two?

3. Siemens requested to treat the GERAN NRM separately, as that is a completely new item in the NRM (thus, not just a matter of restructuring).

4. Most people felt that the currently proposed numbering scheme “probably would work, but feels too complex”. If we can avoid that by using new 32-series numbers for new parts, that would be good.

After the discussions around this, we reached the following working assumption:
We propose (to SA5) to create a set of new IRPs for the different parts of today’s Basic CM IRP (and new contributions related to it), with a separate 32-series specification for each IRP. They will all be referenced by the 32.106-1 (CM requirements) document (as mandatory or optional parts), to become as independent of each other as possible. Necessary Network Resource Models (or combinations of them) to support a certain set of CM requirements shall also be defined in 32.106-1. These “NRM IRPs” will contain both protocol neutral models as well as solution sets. We should check if we need to revise the IRP related term definitions (and compliance statements) in 32.101 and 32.102, due to the fact that these IRPs don’t contain any operations or notifications (what is today referred to as “IS”). What we need is an IRP concept that allows us to have, on the protocol neutral “information model” level, either an IS or an NRM, or both. Thus the news compared to R99 is: It shall not be mandatory to have both IS and NRM in an IRP when the NRM is present; the NRM can also exist stand-alone, accompanied by an SS.

The following IRPs will be proposed to SA5 (replacing Basic CM IRP: Information Model):

· Basic CM IRP: IS, containing today’s BCM IRP Information Service

· Bulk CM IRP: IS (if agreed, based on the TMF contribution)

· Generic Network Resources IRP: Resource Model (name to be agreed)

· UTRAN Network Resources IRP: Resource Model (name to be agreed)

· GERAN Network Resources IRP: Resource Model (requested by Siemens to be discussed and agreed separately)

· CN Network Resources IRP: Resource Model

We also had a first look at Tdoc S5C010092 (Contribution on the Architecture of Information Services) in relation to this, as it has a proposal based on the same structure of the IRPs as the one described above. See separate notes below.

The new numbering scheme was checked with Adrian, and it seems possible to allocate a completely new series of specifications, e.g. 32.3xx or 32.6xx. We should propose our preferred scheme to SA5 at this plenary, and also discuss it with FM regarding the Notification IRP (being a common document that may be preferred to have in a separate series). Thomas wrote a proposal for this new numbering scheme during the week, S5C010114/116, whose discussion is reported in section 10.24 below.

10.4 S5C010095: 2nd draft proposal for “split BCM IRP”, for new Part 5-2 (Generic NRM)

See the minutes for Tdoc S5C010094 above.

10.5 S5C010096: 2nd draft proposal for “split BCM IRP”, for new Part 5-3  (UTRAN NRM)

See the minutes for Tdoc S5C010094 above.

10.6 S5C010097: 2nd draft proposal for “split BCM IRP”, for new Part 5-4 (GERAN NRM)

See the minutes for Tdoc S5C010094 above.

10.7 S5C010098: 2nd draft proposal for “split BCM IRP”, for new Part 5-5 (CN NRM)

See the minutes for Tdoc S5C010094 above.

10.8 S5C010069: CR proposal for 32.106-5: Correction of supported UMTS Managed Element types/functions (revised)

Thomas first presented the document, and after some discussions we agreed to return to this document after the new structure of the CM documents is more stable. We also need to investigate a bit further on the LCS entities to support. Also, the decision about whether to include the GSM BSS in the G3 model affects the ME type attribute. This document is to be concluded at meeting #20. The “current version” (the baseline) on the cover page should be 3.1.0 (?).

10.9 S5C010081: Contribution to 32.106-5-1 Basic CM IRP IS

Di Zhou first presented the document, and we then took comments on it.
Comments:

· This could perhaps also be moved to Rel5 for the reason that there are still not a large number of attributes in Rel4. Reply by Di: There could be a lot of cells, therefore it has a value to be able to abort the operation.

· This “cancelGet” operation could perhaps be supported by the new generic “Abort”. Reply: These operations will be in separate IRPs, so it’s not a good solution.

The contribution was provisionally agreed, given that it’s done in a separate CR, and it should also be made clear that the optional operation and parameter shall go together, i.e. if one of them is supported, the other one also has to be supported by an IRPAgent. A final CR for this is to be created by Di, and agreed upon before or at meeting #20 (AP 19.9).

10.10 S5C010080: TMF contribution - Inclusion of requirements for Bulk Configuration Management data handling

Tapinder first presented the document. We then took questions for clarification, and finally comments.

Questions for clarification:

· The NRM requirements should not be part of the Bulk data transfer capability requirements – they are separate requirements and should be described separately, or was there a special intention of the author to have them in the same subclause? Reply by Tapinder: These are all important requirements for Release 4, but they could be documented in separated subclauses, yes.

· Are these requirements only for UTRAN bulk CM? Reply: They are for GSM and UTRAN, so it’s for UMTS radio access networks for the time being.

· Would it be useful to break out the generic requirements from the radio access specific ones?

Comments:

Tapinder took detailed notes of agreed updates regarding comments to change the requirements for clarification or other reasons:

1. Some initial detailed notes were taken by Tapinder and will be used in the next update.

2. The XML requirement should be transformed to a more generic requirement that can be implemented with e.g. XML (i.e. to require a standardised language which also allows for other formats than XML, although it is the strongest candidate).

3. How is Bulk CM different from Active and Passive CM? We must clarify the relationship between these aspects of CM. Tapinder, Robert, John, Jean-Michel and Dave volunteered to form a small ad-hoc group to draft a new description of the structure in 7.1 and the introduction to 7.5. It was further reviewed the next day, and a prel. agreement is captured in S5C010108.

4. Requirement no. 8: It should be clarified what “a configuration” means. Is it any previous configuration or one configuration at a well defined time? It should also be consistent with the IS definition. We agreed to specify the requirement as follows: “It should be possible to fallback to a previously known working configuration”.

5. Requirement no. 19 (“Bulk CM IRP shall be sufficient to configure the complete radio network”) – please clarify what this means. Tapinder will try to do this.

Conclusion: An updated version of this document will be found in S5C010108. Tapinder will send it out before the next ad-hoc meeting (Budapest) for further review.

10.11 S5C010086: TMF contribution - New CM Document Part for Bulk Data Transfer IRP

Trevor first presented the document. We then took questions for clarification, and finally comments.

Questions for clarification:

a) Should the “UML diagrams” be UML compliant? Reply: Yes. If they are not, we should fix it.

b) Is there any coordination between the ‘sessionIds’ sent to different IRPagents (Element Managers)? Reply: No, these are operations across the Itf-N, so the IRPManager has to coordinate these sessionIds and make them unique in case there are multiple operations active towards several agents.

c) 6.2.2.6: Is it possible to download several files and later activate a selected file? Reply: No, the intention is that the manager can only download and activate one file at a time.

d) Is there any numeration (cause codes) of the failure reasons? Reply: It is stored in the log. Currently not in the operation response.

e) Pre- and post conditions related to the state machine should be clarified in section 7.1. Agreed.

f) 6.2.1: Is it possible to use several sessionIds in parallel by several managers? Reply: No, this should be clarified in the pre-conditions.

g) Does this IS support several IRPManagers working towards the same IRPAgent? Reply: They are able to do that, but any consequences of them working simultaneously is not the responsibility of the agent.

h) 6.2.2.5: Don’t we need to define a high-level IS view of what can be included in the configuration file, such as operations and data structures, to get a protocol neutral definition of that (and not only an XML dependent definition)? Reply: An additional clause should probably be added to clarify this. 

i) 6.2.2.3-4: For up-and download, the actions to actually transfer the file are implicitly assumed but not described explicitly (when the occur, how it is done etc.) – don’t we need to describe separate operations or “scenario arrows” for this? Reply: This could be further clarified (both in 6.2.2.3-4 and the scenario section), but the intention is that the file transfer is an immediate action following the up/download operations, and it is outside the scope of the standard how the file is transferred.

j) Synchronous responses are not shown in the scenario diagrams – this should be clarified? Reply: Yes, and it should be clarified what synchronous/asynchronous means, if we need these terms, as well as where we have immediate and delayed responses.

Comments/Issues:

1. See question on item h) above. 

2. See question on item i) above. 

3. See question on item j) above. 

4. In 6.2.2.3-4, it should be enough to state that the manager gives a globally unique reference to a file to be stored/fetched, not that the file is “in the manager’s file system”. That makes the solution more flexible with regard to where the files are stored.

5. The name of this IRP should be aligned everywhere.

6. In 7.3, the states mentioned, the first part with “MCCM” of these states should be removed.

7. In the state machine, where is it specified when the fallback configuration is established? This should be clarified.

8. Is it necessary to standardise the log related operation and notification now, and not use the solution develop in the upcoming Log IRP? Is it important for Release 4? Reply: It is seen as an important requirement by many of the proposing companies (to be able to see what command(s) failed in a session with many changes). The Log IRP is only planned for Release 5, so it is not available for reuse now.

9. Do we need to change operation names to be more Bulk CM data unique, and not risking collision with other operation names within 3GPP? We should check if this is necessary.

Conclusion: An updated version of this document will be found in S5C010113. Trevor will send it out before the next ad-hoc meeting (Budapest) for further review.

10.12 S5C010087: TMF contribution - Bulk CM data transfer and Inter-system handover model

Robert first presented the document. We then took questions for clarification, and finally comments.

Questions for clarification:

a) Are we aware of the intentions for the post-R99 cardinalities – have they been agreed? Reply: No, and that has to be done consistently for all models.

b) Is the data in the ‘external cells’ replica of a part of some corresponding ‘original cells’, so that they must be maintained consistent? Reply: Yes. A comment to that was then that this should be clarified in the document.

c) The VsDataContainer, how is it intended that it will work – how can different instances be identified if it’s the same class everywhere? Reply: They are identified by the naming/containment – the parent instance shows to the manager what instance has a particular extension. 

d) Why don’t we have the VsDataContainer everywhere? Reply: It was the intention to recommend where it is valuable/expected be used, and not to encourage it everywhere.

e) The VsDataContainer contains one VS attribute in each instance, or several? Reply: It can carry several.

f) Is there an understanding that we won’t approve this document before we have put the different parts into the relevant new parts/documents as a result of the reorganisation/split of CM docs? Reply: Yes.

g) The routing area colour code, what is the intention of this and where is it defined? Reply: This will be clarified with a reference to the relevant standard where it is defined.

h) How to describe which notifications are supported by each MOC? Reply: We should follow the same principle as for R99.

i) Fig. 1: Do we want to show that the containment relations are navigable in both directions? Right now they indicate (in UML) that they are directed “downwards”. Reply: This is a general question, not only related to the TMF contributions. We have used the same principle as in Basic CM IRP, but it could of course be changed generally if we agree to it.

Comments/issues:

1. General request: Insert relevant references to all new radio parameters. Agreed.

2. General request: See item b) above. Agreed.

3. Siemens request: Can we instead propose to define a general rule that the VsDataContainer could be used everywhere, and then we don’t need to put it in many places in the model diagram? TBD

4. Siemens wants to move the definition of the GSMCell to the Geran NRM definition, and only refer to it in the UTRAN NRM. Agreed.

5. Lucent: Consider the question in item i) above. TBD

6. Siemens: Can we add a definition of allowed description of “network type” in the G3SubNetwork, or provide examples for it? TBD.

7. Siemens: Please remove the large number of examples for data value sets, and replace with value set definitions if possible. TBD

8. Nokia: The parameter routing area colour code (RACC), defined in some MOCs, are not defined in any GSM specifications, so can we please make them vendor specific instead? Many companies agreed to this, if the statement is true – this should be checked to the next meeting. This is also a general comment, that any radio network parameter which is not defined in any other GSM or UTRAN standard, should be made vendor specific.

9. Nokia and Alcatel: “The plmnId is not defined in the UtranCell, why? This may cause problems if it is missing. There is also some work ongoing in RAN3 based on a proposal to defined several ‘plmnIds’ in one cell”. Reply: We should monitor what happens in RAN3 and consider the result regarding both issues.

10. General question: The swVersion attribute in ManagedElement MOC needs clarification. What version is it showing? Reply: It is related to the vendor specific data version. Can we change the name of it then, to reflect that? Reply: That can be discussed, no problem. It was also noted that we must look at the version handling of the IRPAgent, for the standard part of the interface, and Ericsson’s contribution to the AR-PR group. That contribution, when ready, may also cover vendor specific aspects of the IRP versions. Thus we should monitor that work and see if it can be combined with this attribute proposed for the ManagedElement MOC. Note that the IRPAgent version is only one attribute per IRPAgent, while the proposed swVersion attribute would have one instance per ME instance.

11. General request: We need to consider how, if we have time in Rel-4, to provide a compliance clause at the beginning of this specification, as requested by the updated 32.102 document (to describe what is required for an implementation to be compliant to the specification).

12. General request: Please clarify the number of instances created for the ExternalUtranCell.

Conclusion: An updated version of this document will be found in S5C010115. Robert will send it out before the next ad-hoc meeting (Budapest) for further review.

10.13 S5C010088: TMF contribution - Bulk data transfer for GERAN

Robert first presented the document. We then took questions for clarification, and finally comments.

Questions for clarification: None.

Comments:

1. There should be a new ME type for the ManagedElement to support the new GSM entities (BSS/BSC). Reply: Yes, we should look into that.

2. We need to consider how, if we have time in Rel-4, to provide a compliance clause at the beginning of this specification, as requested by the updated 32.102 document (to describe what is required for an implementation to be compliant to the specification).

3. Please consider the limitations that we have for the cardinalities from R99, and update them to Rel-4 context. Especially check the consequences of the discussion in the AR/PR group concerning the number of IRPAgents allowed.

4. See also the open issues recorded in the contribution, on the CR cover page. Siemens pointed out this issue once again.

Conclusion: An updated version of this document may be produced by Robert and sent out before the next ad-hoc meeting (Budapest). Otherwise we will continue to further review S5C010088. 

10.14 S5C010089: TMF contribution - Bulk CM IRP: CORBA Solution Set (draft for info)

There were no important comments on this document at this point, so we decided to have a more thorough presentation and review at the next ad-hoc meeting. 

10.15 S5C010090: TMF contribution - Open points regarding Bulk CM (draft for info)

There were no important comments on this document at this point, so we decided to have a more thorough presentation and review at the next ad-hoc meeting.

10.16 S5C010091: TMF contribution - Bulk Data Transfer IRP: XML Data Format (draft for info)

There were no important comments on this document at this point, so we decided to have a more thorough presentation and review at the next ad-hoc meeting.

10.17 S5C010092: Contribution on the Architecture of Information Services

Jean-Michel presented this contribution, and we had a quick round of questions to clarify its intention. See also notes for S5C010094 above. Prel. conclusion was: The proposed IRP structure/architecture is very similar to the one we had already agreed to, but this proposal goes further with a modelling technique to formally capture and describe this document structure. It also contains a “4th layer” which could be used to describe a new type of document – an “ensemble specification” putting together something like a profile of IRPs for a certain application. However, a decision of “if and when we can apply this new methodology” will have to be taken later.

10.18 S5C010093: Contribution on the Generic Network Resource Model

Jean-Michel first presented the document. We then took questions for clarification, and finally comments.

Questions for clarification:

a) Which version of the methodology is this based on? Reply: S5F010043 revision 1, input to this meeting.

b) Which version of the 32.106-5 is this based on? Reply: “Not sure, but it was the latest version available at the time of writing”. Our conclusion from this was that it can not be the latest version 3.1.0 which was sent out by MCC just a few days before this meeting.

c) What is new compared to current Basic CM IRP NRM? Reply: The classes Top and IRP.

Comments:

1. Any comments on the new methodology should be directed to the FM group.

2. Please indicate clearly in the next version, if any, all technical changes compared to the current Basic CM IRP NRM with revision marks.

Conclusion:

We request the FM group (or Rapporteur) to give a presentation of the new IS methodology at the next meeting. Before that (and an analysis following that), the CM group unfortunately cannot promise an answer whether we can accept this methodology to be applied to the Bulk CM IRP, Basic CM IRP and different NRM IRP documents in Rel-4 or not (including giving the mandate to the FM group to update these documents).

10.19 S5C010099: Contribution on the Basic CM IRP Information Service

Not discussed due to lack of time.

10.20 S5C010100: CR to TS 32.106-2, V3.2.0 description of Managed Object Instance

This was treated in the FM group, as they have been given the mandate to work on the Notification IRP R4.

Result: It was agreed in the FM group (but will be included in the new Rel4 version; not with a separate CR).

10.21 S5C010101: CR – Clarification on Name Convention

Edwin first presented the document. We then took questions for clarification, and finally comments.

Questions for clarification:

a) Is this meant to be a R99 or Rel4 CR? Reply: We could make it a Rel-4 CR, but Ericsson’s opinion is that we should label it R99 if we find this important to fix.

Comments:

1. We have to fix the CR with the correct CR form. Agreed.

Conclusion:

After some discussions, it was clear that we could not agree to this CR at this meeting. It also arrived late to this meeting, so people need some more time to review it. The CR will be updated with the correct CR template and sent out again to the next meeting (ad-hoc), where we should make a decision.

10.22 S5C010103: Discovery of IRPAgent

Treated in joint AR/PR/FM session - see section 11 below.

10.23 S5C010106: Priority Among Release 5 Work Items

John got time to present about half of this paper, and we then had some discussions about it before we had to end the meeting. Thus, there was no time to draw any conclusions, so it was deferred to the next (ad-hoc) meeting.

10.24 S5C010114/116/ S5-010232: Proposal for new CM document  numbering scheme

Thomas first presented the document. It was also distributed to the FM group and reviewed there. We then took questions for clarification, and finally comments.

Questions for clarification: None.

Comments from FM group:

The FM group is against putting all CM requirements in one document. They want to keep the requirements in separate documents, one-to-one matching each IRP, and the same part structure for all IRP documents – part 1-4. All requirements for new IRPs should be put in the new ‘Part 1’ docs.

Conclusions:

After some discussions we reached consensus to use the proposed scheme and propose it to SA5, but define 4 parts for each IRP (and the requirements in the new ‘Part 1’ docs). We also agreed to start the numbering of the “NRM IRPs” at 32.620, to allocate some space for possibly new “IS IRPs” documents (so that they can be placed consecutive from 32.601 to 32.619). Thomas will take the action to provide CR “templates” for updated versions of the CM documents according to this new scheme ASAP, if it is approved by SA5. Probably support by some other CM delegate is needed, as the new scheme imposes 27 new specifications (not including the Notification IRP specifications handled by the FM group)!

11 Joint session with AR-PR and FM group

In this joint session, on Wednesday Q3-Q4 chaired by Michael Truss, we discussed the six contributions S5A010079/S5C010110, S5A010080/S5C010111, S5A010081/S5C010112, S5A010087, S5A010088 and S5A010089/S5C010103. For minutes of this session, please refer to the AR-PR report #19.

12 Release 5 input documents

<See document list >

13 Planning of future meetings

Two ad-hoc meetings are prel. planned during spring 2001, which the CM RG seeks SA5’s approval for:

1. #19bis on the 17-20 April in Budapest (joint with the FM RG), hosted by Ericsson (already approved).

2. #19quad on the 15-17(18) May in Sophia Antipolis hosted by ETSI.

Some detailed planning issues for #19bis in Budapest:  

· Try to have the TMF contributions treated on Wed-Fri

· Try to discuss C106 during Tue-Thu (due to John’s availability)

· TMF delegates should make sure that the three remaining, not yet presented documents (S5C010089, -90 and –105), can be presented. 

14 Action requested by SA5

1. Approve CR agreed by CM RG: Tdoc S5-010231

2. Provisionally approve the proposal for new CM doc. numbering scheme in S5-010232.

3. Approve the proposals for ad-hoc meetings #19bis and #19quad.

15 Any other business

-
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