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1 Output Documents
The RG requests SWG-D to forward the following documents to SA5 for approval:

	Type
	Tdoc#
	TS
	Rel
	Title 
	Relation to other CR

	CR
	S5-058255
	32.652
	R6
	32.652-600 CR Correction of System Context and Compliance rules
	-

	CR
	S5-058268
	32.692
	R6
	32.692-600 CR Remove obsolete compliance text
	-


2 Minutes
	Tdoc
	Title
	Source 

	S5-058087
	Remove the xxxIRPs from the Schema to align with the IS

Lucent: It goes in the direction of the 3GPP2 LS on XML Schemas so it is a good approach. 

Siemens: Do not have a strong opinion. Make sure IS and SS are consistent. There might be an issue with name containment.
Ericsson: Alarm IRP IS specifies the name containment. The naming of Alarm IRP is addressed in Alarm IRP IS, not in XML. These objects are not defined in generic NRM so they should not be in generic XML. A lot of IRPs are missing and should be added if we want keep this for Basic CM but we do not think they should be visible. We removed the objects in CORBA but we forgot to remove them in XML. 
Conclusion: The CR is agreed in principle. An updated CR based on the latest TS version produced after SA#27 will be provided for next meeting.  
	Ericsson

	S5-058214
	CR R6 32300-600 Correct DN EBNF Wildcard
Nortel: TS impacted by SA#27 CRs. Will seek formal approval at next meeting.  
Ericsson: No major objections. Would need a bit more time to study carefully. 
Lucent: Add references for the newly added lines. 

Ericsson: Why is it so big to introduce wildcard? We have concerns about the style used.   

Nortel: The way the changes were introduced is to improve readability. We will consider this comment and see whether we can change the presentation. 
Conclusion: Agreed in principle. Updated version taking into account comments expected for next meeting.
	Nortel

	S5-058216
	7 CRs on XML - NOT agreed post-SA5#41 Lisbon
No need to look at those CRs. See S5-058251.

Conclusion: Updates expected at next meeting to remove the schema location aspects. Those contributions should be submitted to CRCD, not CRD. 
	MCC

	S5-058219
	CR R6 32632-610 Reintroduce Erroneously Deleted Relationships ExternalRncFunction 
No comments.

Conclusion: Add CN in the cover page. Technical contents agreed. Update based on latest TS version following SA#27 for next meeting.
	Nortel

	S5-058220
	CR R6 32300-600 Clarify DN String Encoding Applicability IRP Technologies

Ericsson: Why remove CORBA, CMIP examples in clause scope?
Nortel: To be consistent with the other changes. 

Ericsson: Clause 6, first bullet. What means “CMIP Solution Set compliant system shall use this scheme”? Does it also cover XML files? Can we distinguish a XML file in a CORBA or a CMIP SS or is the DN encoding the same?
Motorola: It should be the same encoding for XML.
Lucent: Agree. XML should look the same. 

Nortel: The ambiguity was already there. 

Ericsson: The objective of the CR is to indicate which encoding for which technology so it should also address this issue. 

Ericsson: “NRM IS name of the IOC” seems a bit complex wording. Could we say “IOC”?

Lucent: It is a long set of words but is clear and very specific. 

Ericsson: What is “protocol environment”? Is XML a “protocol environment”?

Siemens: Is it a correction or an addition CR? To be clarified. 

Conclusion: Rework for next meeting. 
	Nortel

	S5-058221
	CR R5 32403-590 Re-introduction Erroneously Deleted Text
Ericsson: Maybe, MCC can correct by himself like they do sometimes for editorial changes.
Conclusion: Agreed in principle. Action was given to SWG-D convenor to check with MCC the best way to handle this kind of issues.  
	Nortel

	S5-058222
	CR 32713 TransportNetworkInterface SS mapping incompliant to IS

ZTE: The technologies we can support in IS are ATM and IP. SS must be aligned. 
Ericsson: We must make it easier for future evolutions of IS and SS. IS should not specify a type. The 32.712 should be globally aligned with this rule. For tranportNetworkType, IS should only specify legal values. The legal value is ATM.
Ericsson: Enumerated is not future proof. We could keep a String or change to Integer. 

Lucent: Why not a sequence of strings?

Ericsson: No need. 

Conclusion: CR not agreed. CR on IS or SS expected to address IS/SS inconsistency. 
	ZTE

	S5-058223
	CR 32742 Correct definition of linkTpStatus in IS

Ericsson: Type should not be in IS. To be addressed separately. The last sentence added in legal values should be in the definition column. 
ZTE: It is here because it clarifies the legal values but we can move it to the definition column.  
Ericsson: Still not sure it is compliant with ITU-T. 
Conclusion: The CR was initially agreed but the discussions on the corresponding CR on CORBA SS (S5-058224) showed that several clarifications are still needed on this issue and that consistent corrections must be done in the IS and the SS. Update expected for next meeting. 
	ZTE

	S5-058224
	CR 32743 Correct definition of linkTpStatus in STNNetworkResourcesIRPSystem_idl

Motorola: Need to change the mapping table?
ZTE: No need.

Ericsson: Should we define those states in State Management IRP? 
ZTE: It was agreed not to do so at last meeting. No clear reason in the Lisbon CRD report. 
Ericsson: More investigation is needed for this question. 

Ericsson: Is the type consistent with the previous CR?

ZTE: Yes

Ericsson: Are all combinations really allowed (excluding “available”)?  Is it compliant with ITU-T? 
Siemens: Use of short for bit mask is not appropriate. Type Octet seems better. 

Ericsson: XML was not addressed. 

Conclusion: Need more discussion. Not agreed. Update expected for next meeting. 
	ZTE

	S5-058243
	CMCC Change mscid to mscnumber in MscServerFunction
According to 23.003 (not 23.002), "mscId" is “PSTN/ISDN numbers and/or Signalling Point Codes (MSC number)”, not only MSC number. Consequently, it is better to change the definition of mscId in 32.632 but not rename it to MSC number. 
The reference should be changed to 23.003 clause 5.1.
It was also mentioned that we should check the type in SS is still valid. For this, we need to better understand the meaning of 23.003. Action item China Mobile to check that point with help of vendors if required. 
Conclusion: Agreed in principle. Impacts on SS to be evaluated. Check whether the definition of mscId drafted in SA5#41bis is correct or need rephrasing.
-----------------------------------------------------------------------------------------------------------------
Additional information received from Lucent during the meeting:
Rather clearly, you need to support separators.  Point code is of the form nnn.nnn.nnn.  It would probably be forward looking to be able to support an IP address as well.  A node can also be known by both its point code as well as its E164 number, so a list would probably be helpful.  It has been a long time, but I think that Q.708 is the spec that describes point codes (or right in that series).
	China Mobile

	S5-058244
	CMCC's question about mscid of MscServerFunction

See S5-058243
Conclusion: Noted
	China Mobile

	S5-058245
	CMCC Use case of mscnumber of MscServerFunction

See S5-058243
Conclusion: Noted
	China Mobile

	S5-058249
	Correction to SgsnFunction XML and correct IS reference

Nortel: sgsnFunctionGsmCell should be in the attribute list above. Why use a choice?
Ericsson: We just remove the “cn:” because of parsing error. We did not change that choice aspect. 
Siemens: The second line should change GSM to lower case?

Ericsson: Yes

Conclusion: Agreed in principle. Update based on latest TS version following SA#27 for next meeting.
	Ericsson

	S5-058250
	Correction to SgsnFunction XML, correct IS reference and Editorial corrections

Same comments as S5-058249. 

Lucent: Any chance to include this correction as part of CR implementation check?

Ericsson: Yes, we should not produce specs that are not valid. We need to define which changes can be done without CRs in that case. 

Conclusion: Ericsson to check with MCC whether we can include this correction in the TS produced after SA#27. SWG-D convenor to check whether we can define a list of cases that could be corrected without official CRs e.g. “pseudo-CRs”. 
	Ericsson

	S5-058251
	XML schema deployment discussion

Ericsson: According to W3C, the use of URI is not for location of the xsd file but is just a nickname for the schema.

Ericsson: Where schema is located should not be standardized. For CORBA IDL, we do not specify a location. How the tool finds the file is outside the Standard.

Lucent: If you amend the xsd file downloaded from 3GPP website, can you still claim compliance to 3GPP specs?

Ericsson: We think it is permissible to modify the xsd file for some aspects not directly related to the technical contents. 
Lucent: If you do the same for IDL file, you will not be compliant.

Ericsson: Using schemaLocation creates problems for management of xsd files for different 3GPP releases. 
Lucent: So it is allowed to modify the xsd for schema location only. The important contents is not modified. The schemaLocation definition is not required. This should be recorded somewhere in 3GPP specs to be determined later on. 
Lucent: The xsd file should have an indication for version?

Ericsson: We believe that some versioning should be considered for file name, URI, optional version field inside the file. 

Conclusion: Not agreed at SWGD level. Need to consolidate with SWG-C at next meeting in the CRCD session. 
	Lucent Technologies

	S5-058252r1
	CR to 32.624 v6.1.0 Add Link Object Class to CMIP Solution Set

Motorola: Clause 4.3.2.8 Z has 2 attributes zEnd. 
Motrorola: Cat F or B?

Ericsson: F is OK

Motorola: Change the title: add “alignment with IS”. 
Conclusion: Agreed in principle. Update for next meeting to take into account comments from this meeting. 
	Siemens (clemens.suerbaum@siemens.com)

	S5-058254
	32.622 Rel6 ManagedFunction containment & inheritance
Siemens: Small benefit. Is effort required?

Lucent: We think this proposal should enhance the NRMs. Is userlabel going to stay in managedFunction?

Ericsson: Yes, it is explained in the paper. 

Siemens: Is looks contradicting with recent changes on inheritance for IDL and might be confusing. 

Ericsson: Not removing inheritance of IDL, just changing the  inheritance. 

Motorola: A lot of CRs. We need to better understand the workload. Start with few examples to estimate the effort. 
Ericsson: It can be done gradually. 

Conclusion: Ericsson will produce example CRs for next meeting(s). This will help for assessment of the work load. A final decision will be taken after discussion on the example CRs. 
	Ericsson

	S5-058255
	32.652-600 CR Correction of System Context and Compliance rules

No comments. 
Conclusion: Approved. 
	Ericsson

	S5-058256
	32.653-600 CR Update of reference to IS specification

Withdrawn. Ongoing discussions on SS reference to IS.
	Ericsson (late)

	S5-058257
	32.654-600 CR Update of reference to IS specification

Withdrawn. Ongoing discussions on SS reference to IS.
	Ericsson (late)

	S5-058258
	32.655-610 CR Update of reference to IS specification

Withdrawn. Ongoing discussions on SS reference to IS.
	Ericsson (late)

	S5-058259r1
	32.692-600 CR Remove obsolete compliance text

No comments. 

Conclusion: Approved in S5-058268.
	Ericsson (late)

	S5-058260
	32.695-600 CR Update of reference to IS specification

Withdrawn. Ongoing discussions on SS reference to IS.
	Ericsson (late)

	S5-058261
	Collection document for CRs related to System Context etc. in 32.65x and 32.69x

Withdrawn. Ongoing discussions on SS reference to IS.
	Ericsson (late) 

	S5-058262
	32.300 Rel6 draft CR New Annex based on 32.622 Annex A

Motorola: Spelling error in “reason for change”. Notr ( Not. 
Conclusion: The CR is agreed in principle. An updated CR based on the latest TS version produced after SA#27 will be provided for next meeting.
	Ericsson


3 Participant list
	Attendee name
	Company

	Ding GuoDong
	CATT

	Feng Ruijin
	China Mobile

	Gaigg Peter
	Siemens

	Huang Shuqiang
	ZTE

	Hübinette Ulf 
	Ericsson 

	Islip John 
	Lucent Technologies

	Lariven Suzèle
	Nortel 

	Li Yewen
	China Mobile

	Nouira Habib
	Alcatel

	Petersen Robert
	Ericsson

	Pirt Trevor
	Motorola

	Power John
	Ericsson

	Pollakowski Olaf  
	Siemens 

	Rutanen Mikael
	Nokia

	Toche Christian
	Nortel 

	Tovinger Thomas
	Ericsson 

	Yao Jing
	Huawei
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