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1 Introduction and Executive Summary

1.1 Session data

The WT03 RG session was held on Tuesday 1 Sep. from 15:45 pm to 17:50 pm.

The following Tdocs were input to this session:
	Type
	Input Tdoc#

-> Output Tdoc#

(if changed)
	TS(s)
	Release
	Title
	Source
	Replaces
	Input Status
	Reviewed
	Output Status

	Report
	S5-036913
	–
	–
	SWGC-35-WT03-RG-Report-cork
	WT Convenor:
China Mobile: Li Yewen
	–
	–
	Yes
	Approved

	ND
	S5-037037
	32.361
	R6
	Entry Point Req
	China Mobile-Li Yewen.
	
	
	NO
	Agreed

	ND
	S5-037038  
	32.362
	R6
	Entry Point IS
	China Mobile– Li Yewen
	
	
	NO
	Agreed 

	ND
	S5-037039
	32.363
	R6
	Entry Point CORBA SS
	China Mobile- Li Yewen
	
	
	NO
	Agreed

	Discussion paper
	S5-036454
	
	
	E OMG Naming Service and EP IRP
	Ericsson
	
	
	Yes
	Rework

	CR = Change Request / ND = New Draft TS


1.2 Executive summary

1.2.1 Achievements of this meeting

The S5-036913 regarding the SA5 # 35 meeting report is presented by Dr.Li Yewen from China Mobile. Rpporteur group know the EP Req, IS and SS as a package has been approved to be sent to SA for information by SA5 plenary.

Ewdin presented the S5-036454 from E///. Rapporter group got further understanding E///’ proposal regarding how to reuse OMG naming service as an internal implementation method to support EP IRP if the OMG naming service is chosen by vendors.  However, no agreement was got to this contribution. E/// need to rework this contribution and submit to next meeting.

1.2.2 Total achievements and progress of this WT

· Achievements:


· Percentage of completion:
70%
· Problems:
None.
1.2.3 Action requested by (and information to be forwarded to) SWGC / SA5

1. The RG requests SWGC / SA5 to approve the following documents (and forward CRs / new TSs to SA):

None.

2. For information to SWGC and/or SA5 and/or SA:
None
3. Documents requested to be withdrawn: 

None.

4. Any other action requested by SWGC / SA5:

None.

2 Approval of the last meeting report

2.1 Report of SA5 SWGC #35 WT03 RG session – Tdoc S5-036913

Comments: None.

Conclusion: Draft report for meeting #35 was approved in principle regarding its achievements.

3 Action items

None.

4 Review of input documents 

4.1 S5-036454 –E OMG Naming Service and EP IRP
Presented practically by Ewdin from E///. The propose of this contribution is trying to reuse ITU-T recommendation on how to publicize OMG Naming Service in EP implementation.

There are following questions regarding this contribution.

· If vendors chose OMG naming service or private method to implement EP IRP, What’s the differences regarding the “getIRPReference”  result defined in EPIRP between these two internal implementation method?
· E///: The result over the itf-N is the same. 
· China Mobile: Is it true that from the viewpoint of Itf-N, IRPManager doesn’t what method vendors have chosen to implement EP?
· E///: Yes, it is true. From the viewpoint of Itf-N, the internal implementation method is hidden from the itf-N.
· Nortel Networks: What impact will have on EP specification?
· E///: There is no impact on EP specification. It is regarding internal implementation method and trying to reuse the international standards.
· Nortel Networks: Since there is no impact on Itf-N, what’s the purpose of this requirement?
· E///: Just try to reuse the international standard if vendor chose it as an internal implementation method.
· E///: This method also can support EP federation requirement. E/// may propose a contribution to next meeting.
· Huawei: Do you want to introduce some input parameters or output parameters?
· E///: No, it can not be tested whether it is compliant or not.
· E///: If rapporteur group agreed this requirement, we propose add an appendix as an informative information. 
There are following comments regarding this conclusion to this contribution.

· Moto: Motorola is interested in it, but need further study.
· Huawei: It is a good suggestion. Need further study.
· CATT: Need further study
· Lucent: Agreed in principle.
· Simens, Nokia, Nortel Networks don’t have strong opinion. They are neural.
· T-Mobile: Agreed it as an informative appendix.
·  China Mobile: As an operator, we are concerning the requirements. Regarding adding an informative appendix in EP CORBA SS, we hope E/// can prepare contribution to next meeting. Currently, China Mobile is neural regarding this requirement from E///.
Conclusion: No agreement was got on this contribution. E/// need rework this contribution to next meeting.
4.2 Input documents not discussed 

None.
5 Joint session(s) held with other RGs (if necessary)

None.

6 Any other business

None.
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