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1. Roll Call
· Bernd Zeuner (Deutsche Telekom) (prov. Convener)

· Christian Toche (Huawei)

· Andrea Mazzini (Alcatel-Lucent)

· Edwin Tse (Ericsson)

· Thomas Tovinger (Ericsson)

· Kenneth Dilbeck (TM Forum) (after lunch)

· Tayeb Benmeriem (Orange) (after lunch)
2. Agenda Approval [S5eMA20119]

· The agenda was approved without changes.

3. Review Meeting Minutes last meeting [S5eMA20114]
· The minutes in S5eMA20114 were approved.
4. Main objectives of the meeting:

· Solve YELLOW marked issues in the UOM
· Update Model Repertoire

· Discuss harmonization with TM Forum TIP Activation & Provisioning specification

5. List of contributions (http://webapp.etsi.org/meetingDocuments/ViewDocumentList.asp?MTG_Id=30828)
S5eMA20119
Agenda 23rd meeting (face to face) Multi-SDO Project Converged Management Model Alignment
S5eMA20114
Minutes 22nd meeting (cc) Model Alignment Phase 2
S5eMA20115
UOM v5.1 draft (Umbrella Operations Model)
S5eMA20116
Generic Operations in TM Forum TIP and JWG MA
TMF_RP_BA
TM Forum TIP Resource Provisioning Business Agreement

S5eMA20117
Additions/modifications in the Model Repertoire based on the UOM discussions

S5eMA20118
Comments to draft UOM Version 5.1 (contained in S5eMA20115)

6. 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." 

· [S5eMA20117]


Presented by Bernd.


Discussion:

· Item 1: Agreed.

· Item 2: Noted that Section 6.2.2.4 is about Table 9 Mandatory predefined exceptions. An updated version of the proposed text for “Failure” exception was edited online and agreed.

· Item 3: We added the proposed text to a new row of the table 6, with the Name AttributeValuePair, with the text for Description based on the quote in the proposal (but agreed a new version of it). We also added “This primitive data type…” at the beginning of all Description rows in table 9 for consistency.
· Item 4: We agreed a new text based on this, added to Section 6.2.2.1.
· Item 5: We added the proposed text to a new row of the table 6, with the Name TwoStateStatus, with the text for Description based on the quote in the proposal, but agreed a new version of it without the UML diagram – and an Editor’s note was added that the literals for the TwoStateStatus  values need to be added in text form (AI: Edwin).
· This also caused a new discussion of the use of “primitive” or not in the data type descriptions, as different SDOs have different meaning of this definition. Conclusion: Leave it without “primitive” for now, and raise it later again if needed.
· Item 6: Text agreed, UML removed and an Editor’s note was added that the literals for the ThreeStateStatus values need to be added in text form (AI: Edwin).
· Item 7: Agreed not to include this construct in the Repertoire for the moment, but it should be saved and considered for future use, as it may be useful for the UIM.
· Item 8: Bernd showed a slide set to exemplify this proposal. This caused a longer discussion of the usage of “currentTime” as default value for notifications. It was agreed to set “No value” for this defaultValue – forcing the agent to always set a time for the event.

Conclusion: Edwin will provide an updated version of the Repertoire version 5.3 based on S5eMA20117 and the above agreements which have been sent in a marked update of S5eMA20083 to Edwin.
7. 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.
· [S5eMA20115, S5eMA20118]
· We agreed to start directly with S5eMA20118, as it includes everything in S5eMA20115 with additional comments from Bernd.

[S5eMA20118]

Presented by Bernd.

Questions/Comments:

· Edwin on the subclause titles in 4.3.x: Would it be better to name them as ”Create group” or “Create family”, as it is some kind of grouping? After some discussions it was agreed to name them like “Create Operations Group”.
· Edwin on the added model extract diagram of the <<Interface>> before the title of 4.3.1.1: Ok to have this but can we move it to a new Appendix? Conclusion: Agreed to move it to an Appendix.
· Discussion on the proposal in 4.3.1.1.2 to rename “AttributeNameValuePair” to “AttributeValuePair” (according to Bernd, the latter is very commonly used on internet, while he cannot find the former there): Agreed to use “AttributeValuePair”.
· Discussion on the first yellowed text in 4.3.2.1.1 (2nd para): Agreed to remove this paragraph here (but we will consider if it makes sense in the deleteEntities operation).
· Discussion on the yellowed text for postconditions property in 4.3.2.1.1: Agreed to change the text to “Selected entities do not exist”.
· 4.3.2.1.2: Added a note related to grammar for selectionCriteria, that it is dependent on technology and not defined in the UOM. Type changed to “External” (meaning “to be defined by other standards based on this UOM”, and created an Action Item to add this value “External” to the Repertoire).
· 4.3.2.1.3: Yellowed text removed.
· 4.3.2.2.1: Yellowed text moved from 4.3.2.1.1 (2nd para): Agreed to delete the whole paragraph; it is not needed to tell the manager (designer) how to identify the entities to be deleted.
· 4.3.3.2.1 ITERATOR for BulkTransferPattern: Edwin: We need to further clarify the semantics of the ITERATOR in the Repertoire, to allow for the “degenerated case” to provide the full content without any iteration. Agreed to do this, and un-yellow the ITERATOR.
· 4.3.3.2.3: Type should be “Top_” and a Note should say “The type is Top_. The class of the returned entity instances are derived from Top_.”
· 4.3.3.3.2: Thomas asked if attributeNameList (in getEntities op.) should not be Optional? It is now Mandatory. We agreed that it can be kept M (for the agent to support it), but Edwin noted that if the returned instances are of different classes, it doesn’t make sense so much to use this input parameter. In case it is used, e.g. to ask for the attribute “colour” and some returned instances don’t contain this attribute, what should the returned status value be – partial success or failure? We agreed to add a note for this case in the Documentation, with specification of Failure, Success and Partial Success conditions.
· A corresponding note (with specification of Failure, Success and Partial Success conditions for attributeNameList) was also added for the previous operation GetEntitiesWithSc, and for the attributeValueList in all three SetEntities operations.
· Edwin noted for the Note in SetEntitiesWithSc, first output parameter, that this should be yellowed and discussed with 3GPP. (AI: Edwin)
· All changes as agreed above were applied to all corresponding definitions/text of the same type.
· Other minor changes were recorded by Bernd in an updated version of this UOM draft.

· Changes in S5eMA20118 which are not commented in these minutes or changed in the updated version were agreed.

Conclusion: Edwin as editor to produce a new UOM version 5.2 based on the S5eMA20118 with the agreed changes captured by Bernd at the meeting (and only one yellow-marked piece of text remaining to clarify), also including the UML diagrams for all operation groups which will be prepared by Bernd.
8. 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
9. Harmonization of work currently being done in the JWG on MA and TIP Activation & Provisioning team
· [S5eMA20116, TMF_RP_BA]

Bernd presented this document which shows the differences between the work currently being done in TM Forum TIP A&P team and the MA JWG, concerning the structure of operations.
Conclusion: After a discussion of this, we agreed to invite the TM Forum TIP A&P team to our next conference call in order to discuss the possibilities to harmonise the two sets of operations.
10. Wrap-up/Next Steps

· Next F2F meeting
· Option 1: 25-27 August in Sophia Antipolis in conjunction with 3GPP SA5 (to be checked if ETSI have conf. rooms)
· Option 2 (less likely): In conjunction with TMF Action week in Morristown, N.J. 21-25 July.
· Option 3: In conjunction with TMF Action week in Cascais, Portugal, Jan/Feb. 2015.
· Next conference calls:

· To be identified during the meeting
· 27 Feb. 15.00-16.30 CET together with the TIP A&P team
· 13 March 14-15.00 CET
· 14 March 14-15.00 CET

11. Closing
· The meeting was finished on Friday 14th Feb. at 17.30.
___________________

