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Decision/action requested

FYI as the meeting note.
2
Meeing summary
Conf call: #3
Date: 2009-10-12 (Tue)

Time: 00:00 – 02:00 (CET)

Participants:

· Qualcomm, ALU, Verizon, Airvana, Motorola, Ericsson, Cisco, Thomson

Agenda:

1. Comments for the last conf call meeting minute (S5eHNB0010)

2. Discussion on contributions

a. S5eHNB0011 – additional discussion points on the HeNB data model structure (Thomson)
b. S5eHNB0012 –S5eHNB0005r1 minor updates proposal for transport parameter information model for type 1 interface HeNB to HeNB management system (ALU)
c. S5eHNB0013 – Liaison Statement to Broadband Forum requesting clarification (Verizon)

d. S5eHNB0014 –TS32.594 skeleton (Motorola)
e. S5eHNB0015 – cleanup: Proposal for transport parameter information model for type 1 interface HeNB (ALU)
3.  AOB
Summary:

1.Comments for the last conf call meeting minute (S5eHNB0010)
· No comments were raised.
2.a S5eHNB0011 – additional discussion points on the HeNB data model structure
· Thomson presented the contribution as supplemental discussion points in response to the earlier Qualcomm contribution (S5eHNB0004).
· It was viewed that the contribution was biased toward option 1 (admittedly).  It was followed by some more discussion on the existing problems in the “common” part of the data model being not so common, thus require changes.
· There was still some disagreement in the “common” aspect and how to handle it in the upcoming update as new technology specific (HeNB) objects are added.
· It was acknowledged that there will be updates needed anyway to fix individual problems as needed when we incorporate new technology specific objects for HeNB.

· There is a general view that option 1 is the workable way forward.

· There was a comment that BBF won’t accept anything other than option 1 anyway.

· It was proposed that some sort of “way of handling” to understand how to resolve the common part problem would be helpful.

· Dispite the rather heated debate, nobody is pro-actively advocating option 2 – the main intent of the previous contribution (S5eHNB0004) was to discuss both options with due diligence and come to a well-informed/discussed decision.

· A comment was made that more time should be spent to look at how much is common or separate – similar point raised during the last meeting.  However, it was agreed that this discussion should be fianlized sooner than later.

· There was also a comment that generally perceived “common” part (e.g. transport, FM/PM) may need to be checked carefully if there’s no contradicting stage-1 level requirement exist or not in order to avoid problems in the future (e.g. whether separate transport/FM/PM per radio technology is needed or not in the case of multi-technology product, etc.).
· As a compromise, it was agreed to initiate further discussion on email in OAM exploder with limited timeline (e.g. 1 week).

· After the discussion, the group viewed that the option 1 can now be considered to be the working assumption and move on as such (pending conclusion of the email discussion).
Conclusion: option 1 is viewed as a working assumption, and to be finalized pending the email discussion on OAM exploder.
Action Item: initiate email discussion on OAM exploder (Thomson)
2.b S5eHNB0012 – S5eHNB0005r1 minor updates

      S5eHNB0015 - cleanup: Proposal for transport parameter information model for type 1 interface HeNB
· S5eHNB0012 was withdrawn and was replaced by S5eHNB0015 which is a clearned up version of S5eHNB0005.
· S5eHNB0015 is strictly a typo error fix of S5eHNB0005 that was discussed and agreed during the last conf call. Thus it was not discussed this time.  Carry over the previous agreement from S5eHNB0005.
Conclusion: agreed (per S5eHNB0005 at the last meeting).
Action Item: None
2.c S5eHNB0013 – Liaison Statement to Broadband Forum requesting clarification
· Verizon presented the draft LS to BBF to inquire the PLNA coverage in the BBF scope.

· A question was raised if an LS is really necessary if it can be done by some other unofficial communication method (e.g. email, phone call, etc.).
· It was pointed out that it’s not a simple “yes/no” answer and there’s more to it.  In that respect, it was felt beneficial to keep the LS form to keep the record of their official position.
· A comment was made to make the statement a bit “friendlier.”

· The originator (Verizon) won’t be at the SA5 meeting.  ALU agreed to present the updated draft LS on their behalf during the next SA5 meeting.
Conclusion: agreed.
Action Item: Update/rewrite the draft LS (Verizon).
2.d S5eHNB0014  – TS32.594 skeleton
· Motorola presented the skeleton doc for 32.594 was presented.
· Two open areas mentioned by the rapporteur and both needs discussion/agreement in the next SA5 #68.

· The skeleton doesn’t include file-based FM.

· Handling of the PM section – whether to keep it the same with 32.584 and just reference it, or define something different.

· The CM part is apparently dependent on the HeNB data model definition (i.e. this conf call).

· As a minor point, the inconsistent use of “H(e)NB” acronym was pointed out. There is different views on this definition.
Conclusion: agreed (open points needs discussion/agreement at the next #68 meeting).
Action Item: check with Christian regarding the “H(e)NB” acronym definition and possibly fix existing inconsistencies in the document titles.
3. AOB

None.
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Action items
1.  Structual discussion – initiate additional email discussion on OAM exploder with limited timeframe (THOM)
2.  Update S5eHNB0013 per discussion (VZ)

3.  Check with Christian regarding the “H(e)NB” acronym definition. (THOM)

5
Next meeting (#4)
· Wk44 (Oct. 26th, 27th)

(Note: On this week only, Europe will fall back to the standard time, but the US is still in the daylight saving time.)
US daylight saving time / GMT / European standard time).
Meeting #4 – Monday / Tuesday 

PST: Monday 11pm - 01am

CST: Tuesday 01am - 03am

EST: Tuesday 02am - 04am

GMT: Tuesday 06am – 08am

CET: Tuesday 07am - 09am

China: Tuesday 02pm - 04pm

Korea/Japan: Tuesday 03pm - 05pm
· Conf bridge / livemeeting info:

Please see the meeting invite from ALU.
· Proposed agenda

1. First contribution on radio parameters by Qualcomm.

2. Checkpointing and summary of the previous 3 conf calls and prepare for the next SA5 #68.

3. Any other updates, new contributions
· Submission due date for the next conf call

Oct. 21 (Wed) US Pacific COB
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Note
Contributions are to be submitted to the virtual meeting site set up for this activity.

· http://webapp.etsi.org/MeetingCalendar/MeetingDetails.asp?mid=28306
· ftp://ftp.3gpp.org/tsg_sa/WG5_TM/Ad-hoc_meetings/Virtual-HeNB
---   end   ---
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