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1
Decision/action requested

Currently, correction/update of an XML TS generally requires update of many other XML TSs.

If all corrections/evolutions including/requiring an XML update affect all XML TSs, there is much duplication of CRs.

2
References

TS 32.615 Telecommunication management; Configuration Management (CM); Bulk CM Integration Reference Point (IRP): eXtensible Markup Language (XML) file format definition
TS 32.625 Telecommunication management; Configuration Management (CM); Generic network resources Integration Reference Point (IRP): Bulk CM eXtensible Markup Language (XML) file format definition 
TS 32.635 Telecommunication management; Configuration Management (CM); Core network resources Integration Reference Point (IRP): Bulk CM eXtensible Markup Language (XML) file format definition 
TS 32.645 Telecommunication management; Configuration Management (CM); UTRAN network resources Integration Reference Point (IRP): Bulk CM eXtensible Markup Language (XML) file format definition 
TS 32.655 Telecommunication management; Configuration Management (CM); GERAN network resources Integration Reference Point (IRP): Bulk CM eXtensible Markup Language (XML) file format definition
TS 32.662 Telecommunication management; Configuration Management (CM); Kernel CM information service

3
Rationale

Avoid duplication of CRs.

4
Consequences and implications

Should all CRs for a given release be collected and parked for approval together in order to avoid duplication of CRs?
5
Issues of discussion

- Global topic: Remove TS version numbers from XML schema URIs

- T-Mobile comment:
The most important aspect of any solution should be to allow the removal of version numbers of XML Solution Sets from the URIs in XML Schemas.

The Nortel [XML Schemas URI dependencies removal] solution seems suitable to me provided the "archive" folder includes the latest TS versions.
- Topic 1: Change XML schema URIs "http://www.3gpp.org/ftp/specs/latest/rel-5/32_series/..." to "http://www.3gpp.org/ftp/Specs/archive/32_series/..."
· 3GPP specification "archive" folder content

- Motorola comment:
The URL "http://www.3gpp.org/ftp/Specs/archive/" seems not to always contain the latest TS versions.
- Nortel Networks comment:
By checking manually in the "archive" folders, the latest versions seems to be present, however this has to be confirmed with ETSI/MCC.
- T-Mobile comment:
The Nortel [XML Schemas URI dependencies removal] solution seems suitable to me provided the "archive" folder includes the latest TS versions.
- ETSI/MCC comment:
Who could be more specific/concrete on this (Motorola), please? Which spec are you missing? You should always report this ASAP to MCC.
- Lucent comment:
We feel that all historic revisions of the files must be retained in the same directory to ensure that earlier versions can be supported.

I.e. any updates via the CR process must not cause earlier versions to be removed.
- Nortel Networks comment:
Question to Adrian: Could you please confirm that ETSI/MCC 3GPP specification management procedures imply that all latest TS versions are to be (also) present in 3GPP specification "archive" directory?

Under the condition of the above being confirmed, the proposed new URIs, e.g. "http://www.3gpp.org/ftp/Specs/archive/32_series/32.615#configData", will each reference a 3GPP specification directory containing, in addition to the latest XML TS version, all earlier XML TS versions.
- Ericsson comment:
We agree with the direction of the proposal, and with Adrian's response, indicating that the 3GPP specs archive should always be trusted to contain the latest TS versions.

If not there is an error which should be reported to MCC immediately with highest attention, but at least there should be no other public place in the world which is more trustworthy to contain the latest 3GPP TS versions.

[…]

Conclusion: This proposal seems OK for now, but we would like to consider all comments given before a decision.
· 3GPP directory for publishing SA5 XML schemas in their native form

- Lucent comment:
The files should not be in a zipped format so that the content is easily and directly accessible via the web.
- ETSI/MCC comment:
Are we talking here about having these a) in an SA5 internal directory or b) in the official 3GPP specs directory?

Depending on a) or b) the evolution of this idea might go different ways & need different approval processes.
- Lucent comment:
The main thing is that anyone building to the 3GPP specifications must be able to read the contents of the directory.

Since the information is a necessary part to build a 3GPP open published interfaces I assume this will need to be a 3GPP directory to ensure it has sufficient status.

Although I am not really familiar with all the issues and implications behind this assumption.
- Motorola comment:
A third option would be to create a new directory for all 3GPP SA-5 XML schema to reside in.

The directory must be publicly accessible, so something under www.3gpp.org/ftp/specs/ would be good.

To make it intuitive, I would propose that it be www.3gpp.org/ftp/specs/xmlschemas. 

In here all the versions of all the various schema could reside.
- Nortel Networks comment:
Having the XML schemas directly accessible in their native form on the 3GPP site would potentially require significant evolutions to the ETSI/MCC 3GPP specification management procedures.

This should therefore only be addressed as a further additional step to the first step consisting into removing TS version numbers from XML schema URIs.
- Ericsson comment:
[…]

And creating a new directory somewhere as proposed by Dave Raymer, maybe it could work but we are concerned that trying to do this would endanger the R6 time plan since it's creating a new (sub) structure for the standard archive which MCC would have to understand, agree on and also maintain safely for all versions in the future.

So probably it's safer for now to use the normal structure and store the schemas where the corresponding TSs are stored.

Conclusion: This proposal seems OK for now, but we would like to consider all comments given before a decision.
- ETSI/MCC comment:
There is a precedent in the T2 area – see http://www.3gpp.org/ftp/Specs/archive/23_series/23.140/schema/

MCC would be very reluctant to adopt a different scheme for SA5.


- Topic 2: Change XML TS titles from: "... eXtensible Markup Language (XML) file format definition" to "... eXtensible Markup Language (XML) Solution Set (SS)"
- Siemens comment:
Could this [XML schemas URI dependencies removal] proposal be implemented without updating the TS titles?
- T-Mobile comment:
The most important aspect of any solution should be to allow the removal of version numbers of XML Solution Sets from the URIs in XML Schemas.
- ETSI/MCC comment:
Answer/counter question to Siemens: "Where should this proposal be implemented if NOT in the TS titles, please?"
- Motorola comment:
I would not consider our schema to be a "solution set" at this time.

On their own (without a specified mechanism for exchange) they aren't a complete solution in and of themselves.
- Nortel Networks comment:
Bulk CM CORBA/CMIP/XML TSs, individually on their own, do not provide a complete solution:
- XML TSs, in the sense that they do not specify the data exchange mechanism,
- CORBA/CMIP TSs, in the sense that they do not specify the data formatting.

The Solution Set TS concept should therefore not be restricted to the meaning of providing a complete solution.
- Ericsson comment:
We do not agree on changing the 32.6x5 titles to "...eXtensible Markup Language (XML) Solution Set (SS)".

This is a bigger change than just changing the title, as it concerns the important principles of a) what a solution set is and b) what solution sets are allowed.

As you all may know, 32.101 specifies the allowed SSs for 3GPP IRPs (in a normative annex), and XML is not included in that list.

Similar to Motorola's comment, our opinion is that the XML specs are not solution sets.
- Motorola comment:
A clarification ...

My comment was "at this time".

The implication was/is that the current XML file format documents do not contain any artifacts to tie the XML tags to the information models, etc in the IS documents.

This is something that, in the opinion of Motorola, should happen before the XML format documents can be called solution sets.
- Topic 3: Explicit that the IRP Versions returned by Kernel CM IRP operation "getNRMIRPVersion" include those of the supported NRM XML SSs
- Siemens comment:
Could an alternate solution be to add an operation "getXMLNRMVersions" to Bulk CM IRP?
- T-Mobile comment:
Using getNRMIRPVersion to obtain version numbers of supported NRM XML Solution Sets is preferable to defining a new operation getXMLNRMVersions.
- Ericsson comment:
This proposal (by Nortel Networks) is in line with our opinion, and we do not think that Siemens' proposal is better.

However, before conclusion on this point, we need to co-ordinate the discussion/solution with Ericsson's related contributions on getNRMIRPVersion and Kernel/Bulk/Basic CM aggregation/inheritance.

So we should discuss all of them in Vancouver.














