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The new methodology was designed basically for operation oriented IRPs. It doesn't cover all the requirements in specifying NRM oriented IRPs. The following requirements shall be covered:

1. CM group follows the principles in both R99 and R4 to keep the identical structure of the object models in both CMIP SSs and Corba SSs, namely all solution set independent MOCs and attributes can be mapped one-to-one between the two solution sets and between the NRM and any solution set. This principle shall be enforced by the new methodology.

2. Some important relations shall be implemented in the same way in both CMIP and Corba SSs, e.g. managing-manageBy in generic NRM is implemented by introducing new attributes in the two related MOCs. The new methodology shall provide mechanisms to enforce such solution set independent implementation at the NRM level.

3. If a MOC can be instantiated or not is solution set independent. This principle shall be enforced by the new methodology at the NRM level.

4. If an attribute is read-only or read-write is solution set independent. This principle shall be enforced by the new methodology at the NRM level.

5. The data types and default values of some attributes are solution set independent. This principle shall be enforced by the new methodology at the NRM level.

6. Most notifications attached to a MOC are solution set independent. This principle shall be enforced by the new methodology at the NRM level.

7. It shall be specified very clearly at the IS/NRM level, which IOCs (these IOCs will be mapped to MOCs) can be accessed by using getMoAttributes and which not.
(NRM contains all the IOCs that can be accessed by getMOAttributes. The IOCs like AlarmIRP or TestIRP belong to NRM but are not defined in a NRM document. If you check the current 32.111-2 you may find a lot of IOCs related with each other. There is no way to tell which IOC can be accessed by getMOAttributes and which not. In this sense 32.111-2 is very misleading. You may believe that you may use getMOAttributes to access AlarmList contained by AlarmIRP. These problems must be solved in R5.)

8. The naming structure is basically solution set independent and shall be clearly specified at the IS/NRM level. 
(For instance, It is generally agreed that the MOCs like TestIRP, StateIRP, AlarmIRP shall be named by IrpAgent. But you cannot get this information from 32.111-2. )

9. It shall be specified clearly at the IS/NRM level which relations and IOCs must be implemented in SSs and which are just for understanding.

There are basically two ways to update the new methodology to solve all these problems. One is to update the IOC concept and definitions to covering MOC properties and the other is to leave IOC concept and definition as it was and to introduce solution set independent MOC concept at the IS/NRM level. AWS suggested orally in SA5 #25 the second way. This contribution supports this idea.

The attached two documents contain 

1. a CR to update the template C of TS32.102 to cover all the above requirements and 

2. an example showing the principle and usage of this CR.

