Audio conference of 10th June 2004
Agenda

1. Brief summary of e-mail discussion results so far 

2. Discussion of Ericsson's contribution S5-046470 (on ETSI server for #38 meeting)
3. Review S5-046475r1 Huawei WT01 Authentication of IRPManager (attached)
4. Review S5-046476r1 Huawei WT01 Authorisation of IRPManager (attached)
5. Any other business
Email discussion summary

#38.1 action 
Continue Activity Log contents discussion

Huawei have sent email response updating S’s table

Main points raised:
1. The scope of the activity log. We believe it should only apply to Itf-N operations; therefore a lot of actions which are at the OS level (e.g. login) are not in the scope of the proposals. 

2. The interaction between Security IRP and IRPs that use command files (e.g. Bulk CM) needs more consideration. 

3. When the activity log is full should securityIRP prohibit operations that would normally be logged? We think it should
#38.2 action.
 Where transport layer description should go

The table below shows that we are fairly evenly split. I suggest that as a working assumption for the baseline document we choose the option that seems to be the "average" option supported by at least 3 companies (Huawei, Motorola, Ericsson), to make the transport layer description an (Informative) Annex to the IS. Then we can continue to work on "fine-tuning" of this Annex, and if later the group wants to move it to another TS, it is relatively easy to do so.

	Location
	Ericsson
	Huawei
	Motorola
	Nortel
	Siemens

	List protocol options in 32.101
	X
	X
	X
	X
	X

	Standalone document
	
	
	
	X
	X

	Annex to 32.371
	
	
	
	
	X (if not standalone

document)

	Annex to 32.372
	X (informative)
	X
	X
	
	


#38.3 action
Architectural issues

H sent out email with architectural suggestions. No response received from anyone.
