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1. Roll Call (Dec 18th 15:30 CET)
1. Istvan Aba, DT
2. Bernd Zeuner, DT
3. Edwin Tse, Ericsson

4. Thomas Tovinger, Ericsson

2. Agenda Approval [110]

· Main Topic(s): UOM Concept/Content/Documentation

· The agenda was approved with slight changes
3. Review Meeting Minutes last meeting  [111]
· A minor error in the minutes was discovered, which will be corrected in a new version of the minutes in Tdoc 112.
4. List of contributions (http://webapp.etsi.org/meetingDocuments/ViewDocumentList.asp?MTG_Id=30828)
S5eMA20110
Agenda 22nd meeting (conference call) Multi-SDO Project Converged Management Model Alignment  
S5eMA20111
Minutes 21st meeting (cc) Model Alignment Phase 2 
S5eMA20087 
Input for an Umbrella Operations Model (UOM)
S5eMA20088 
Input for an Umbrella Operations Model (UOM): DT comments to S5eMA20087



S5eMA20109
Input for an Umbrella Operations Model (UOM)


…
5. Progress on M-SDO Project objective "5. Meta Data for Federated Operation Model (FOM) for converged operations - Enhance the Model Repertoire to include the meta data definitions for common modeling of operations & notifications." 

· None 
6. Progress on M-SDO Project objective “6. Federated Operation Model (FOM) for converged operations - The Operation Model is defined in JWG output documents “FMC Federated Network Information Model (FNIM)” and is the representation of the relevant network management activities. The “to fetch the value of an instance attribute", and "to create a flow domain fragment" are examples/candidates of such operations in the Operation Model. This work is to specify the operations of the Operation Model relevant to management convergence.
·  [037], [087], [088], [109],
[109] Presented by Bernd Zeuner (continued from last meeting, at section 4.3.9.2, operation SetEntities)
Questions/comments/agreements:

· For the 4.3.9.2 Input parameters / attributeValueList Documentation, the wording of “populate vs. set vs. replace” was discussed. To use “replace” requires that there is always a value from object creation time. This should always be the case. After some online editing, a new wording was agreed. We also added a note to check that corresponding text in other operations is consistent.
· 4.3.9.3 Output parameters: Was agreed with minor changes (e.g. AllowedValues changed to “See Properties::type” and to change this globally).
· By this, we were ready with all operations and continued with the notifications, 
· Starting at 4.4.1 Notification notify:
· We modified the Definition a bit to make it even more generic (removed “some changed”).
· supportQualifier: Changed to M. Also valid for all Input Parameters.
· eventTime: Agreed to remove the words “is valid” in this def., and replace it by “was sent”.
· eventTime: Discussed whether it can and should have a default value like Current time, or always must be set by the sending server. Key question: Should the default value be a guide to the receiver of operations and notifications regarding what value to use in case the sender does not provide a value (Edwin’s opinion), or can it also be a guide for the sender (Bernd’s opinion)? The Repertoire should be clear on this.  Edwin: If we need to guide the sender, we need to add another property to the Repertoire. We added a note that this needs to be clarified.
· We also agreed to delete pre- and post-conditions.

· By this, we have reviewed the complete document!
Conclusion: The current status of this draft will be uploaded as next available Tdoc number (113) by Bernd.
7. Progress on M-SDO Project objective “7. Tools and testing - Identify and document supporting tooling environment. Define how to produce conformance statement specifications that include semantic/functional testing (beyond syntax testing).”
· None
8. Wrap-up/Next Steps

· Istvan concluded the meeting by thanking everybody for the past two years’ cooperation in this JWG, wished us a successful continuation of the JWG and reminded all member companies of the immediate NEED FOR A NEW JWG CONVENER. Istvan also wished us a Merry Christmas and a Happy New Year! All group members expressed their great appreciation for Istvan’s very valuable contribution to the JWG both as a delegate and convener, and wished him the best of luck for the future.
· Next F2F meeting – Madrid 14-15 Feb 2014 in conjunction with TMF TAW. 

· Next conference calls:

· To be identified after a new convener has been found for the JWG.
9. Closing (Dec 18th, 17:45 CET)
