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1 Introduction and Executive Summary

1.1 Session data

The RG session was held on 5Q of March 23, 2004.

The following Tdocs were input to this session:

	Type
	Input Tdoc#

-> Output Tdoc#

(if changed)
	Affected TS(s)
	Rel
	Title
	Source
	Input Status
	Reviewed
	Output Status

	Report
	S5-046018
	-
	-
	Report of SA5#36bis RG session
	Convenor: WT09 
	New
	Yes
	RG Approved

	Discussion paper
	S5-046134
	All
	R6
	Backward Compatability Requirements
	Ericsson and Motorola
	Revised and resubmitted
	Yes
	Not approved

	Discussion paper
	S5-037131r1/S5-038757

	All
	R6
	Handling Backward Compatibility of CORBA IDL
	Lucent
	Resubmitted
	No
	


1.2 Executive summary

1.2.1 Achievements of this meeting

RG members reiterated their positions.  RG members identify the issue blocking WT progress as follows.  

One WT goal is to produce a set of rules (Rule) to guide the writing of future IRP specifications such that systems implementing those specifications can claim “backward compatible”.  The issue blocking progress is: can a system, implementing a specification that is produced by extending a 3GPP Interface IRP specification using the Rules to capture a vendor specific capability, claim 3GPP compliance?

Three positions have been expressed.  

· One is no to the question.  The work on Rule cannot begin until RG members have the same position on the question.

· One is yes.

· One is that the RG does not have the mandate/responsibility to answer such question.  The work on Rule can begin while SA5 members can discuss and agree on the answer (of the question.)
1.2.2 Total achievements and progress of this WT/RG in the current release 

· Achievements:


Have identified “blocking-issue” opinions on matter regarding the relation between system claiming BC and system claiming 3GPP compliance.

· Percentage of completion:
50 %

· Problems:


Lack resolution of the blocking issue.

1.2.3 Action requested by (and information to be forwarded to) SWG-C/D / SA5 

1. The RG requests SWG-C/D SA5 to approve the following documents (and forward the CRs to the TSG SA plenary):

None

2. For information to SWG-C/D and/or SA5 and/or SA:

None.

3. Documents requested to be withdrawn: 

None.

4. Any other action requested by SWG-C/D SA5:

None.

2 Approval of the last meeting report

Approved.

3 Action items

No action item.

	Item
	Description
	Release
	Owner
	Status after meeting #36Bis
	WT / RG respon-sible
	Target date

	1
	Lucent organise email discussion on the use of the word “permit” or “encourage” and related matter.
	R6
	Lucent (John Islip)
	Completed
	9
	-


4 Review of input documents 

4.1 Tdoc S5-046134 (BC IRP Requirement, Moto & Ericsson)

Discussion: 

RG members reiterated their positions.  RG members identify the issue blocking WT progress as follows.  

One WT goal is to produce a set of rules (Rule) to guide the writing of future IRP specifications such that systems implementing those specifications can claim “backward compatible”.  The issue blocking progress is: can a system, implementing a specification that is produced by extending a 3GPP Interface IRP specification using the Rules to capture a vendor specific capability, claim 3GPP system compliance?

Three positions have been expressed.  

· One is no to the question.  The work on Rule cannot begin until RG members have the same position on the question.  The objective of this position is to discourage vendor to extend the 3GPP Interface and Data IRP to encapsulate vendor specific capabilities, even though the extension mechanism is based on 3GPP Rule.  Allowing/supporting/encouraging/permitting vendors to extend 3GPP Interface and/or Data IRPs to capture VSE capabilities will result in the following problems.

1. Multiple VSE (vendor specific extension) paths of 3GPP IRP specifications will be established.  Existence of multiple VSE paths will make IRP standardization work on next release much harder since vendors will be reluctant to change their implementations (that support its own VSE capabilities) to accommodate the proposed but different 3GPP extensions.

2. In a multi-vendor environment, an IRPManager, using vendor-A VSE Interface IRPs and/or Data Definition IRPs, can inter-operate properly with vendor-A’s VSE IRPAgent but can fail to inter-operate properly with vendor-B’s VSE IRPAgent

· One is yes (to the question).  An agent that supports (a) all management services as defined by a 3GPP Interface IRP and (b) additional vendor proprietary capability is a 3GPP compliant system since it can interwork with a manager implementing just the 3GPP Interface IRP. 

· One is that the RG does not have the mandate/responsibility to answer such question.  The work on Rule can begin while SA5 members can discuss and agree on the answer (of the question.)  
Conclusion: Rapporteur will report the blocking issue to SWGC and asks for guidance.

4.2 Tdoc  S5-037131r1/S5-038757 Handling Backward Compatibility of CORBA IDL

Not discussed.

5 Joint session(s) held with other RGs (If necessary)

None

6 Any other business

None

7 Participants

For information about the attendees’ telephone numbers and/or email addresses, please refer to the SA5 document for registered participants (normally in S5-0x0x04).

	Attendee Name
	Company

	Edwin Tse (Rapporteur)
	Ericsson

	Rui Lanlan
	Cmcc/bupt

	Yang Li
	Huawei

	Veronica Ayer
	Huawei

	Clemens Suerbaum
	Siemens

	Li Dan
	Nortel Networks

	Wang Enxi
	Nokia

	Feng Wei
	Huawei

	John Islip
	Lucent

	Trevor Pirt
	Motorola

	Jörg Schmidt
	Motorola

	Olaf Pollakowski
	Siemens
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