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1. Roll call


· Jörg Schmidt (Nokia Siemens Networks)

· Edwin Tse (Ericsson)

· Istvan Aba (DT/TMO)

· Ken Dilbeck (TM Forum)

· Lukasz Mendyk (Comarch)

· Ray Bariso (Telcordia)

· Zou Lan (Huawei)

· Olaf Pollakowski (Nokia Siemens Networks)

· Klaus Martiny (Deutsche Telekom)

· Tina O’Sullivan (TM Forum)

Apologies

· Marie Murphy (TM Forum)

· Nigel Davis (Ciena) 
· Padma Sudarsan (Alcatel-Lucent)

2. Agenda approval

· The agenda was approved. 


3. Review notes from previous meeting(s)

· S5vTMFa039: Meeting minutes – 5th meeting (Sep-30/2010)

· S5vTMFa042: Vienna NGMN meeting - Model Alignment Results & Outlook.
· No comments raised, notes were approved
4. Work Items & ADN/Contribution site:
4.1. SA5: 
SP-090759 (http://www.3gpp.org/ftp/tsg_sa/TSG_SA/TSGS_46/docs/SP-090759.zip)
4.2. TMF: http://www.tmforum.org/Community/groups/4g_initiative/changerequests.aspx#aMenuBottom                (SA5 copy: S5-100804 - http://www.3gpp.org/ftp/tsg_sa/WG5_TM/TSGS5_70/Docs/S5-100804.zip) 
4.3. ADN/Contribution site: http://webapp.etsi.org/MeetingCalendar/MeetingDetails.asp?mid=28916 / http://www.3gpp.org/ftp/tsg_sa/WG5_TM/Ad-hoc_meetings/Virtual-TMF-Align/ 


5. List of Input Contributions


· S5vTMFa040: TR 32.828 V121 (3GPP SA5)
· S5vTMFa032: TR160 SID Wireless Network and 3GPP Mapping (Ciena, Comarch, Netcracker, Telcordia)
· S5vTMFa033: Enhancement of Generic NRM IRP IOCs for FMC harmonization (Ericsson, Nokia Siemens Networks)

· S5vTMFa035: Design pattern for resource model alignment (Ericsson)

· S5vTMFa036: UCs for TR 32.833 Management of Converged Networks Study (Ericsson)

· S5vTMFa038: Vienna RMA presentation (related to TR160/S5vTMFa032) (Ciena, Comarch, Netcracker, Telcordia)
· S5vTMFa044: FMC network management modelling methodology (3GPP SA5)

6. Reports on relevant events, if any, since previous call


6.1. in 3GPP SA5

· had a follow up meeting after the Vienna meetings and the outcome of that meeting are reflected in the contribution S5vTMFa044. This is up for discussion later in the meeting.

6.2. in TM Forum

· Had a brief NGWW meeting on Tuesday & with the TIP Steering team to update the various teams as to the outcome from the Vienna workshop and next steps.  

· Ray shared the slides which he presented at those meetings with the meeting and requested any updates or comments they may have on them. 

· Jorg that there is a high-level report available from the Vienna Model Alignment session (S5vTMFa042). Ray apologized for his over-sight and would consider in future preparations.

· Action: •
Jörg to upload Ray’s slides onto the ADN system on behalf of Ray (S5vTMFa045)
7. Model Alignment Discussion Topics


7.1. Discussion on modeling alignment method(s) (044)

· Edwin presented the contribution to the team. 

· Action:  Nigel is requested to review and return comments on this document before next meeting. 

· Ken pointed out that it appeared that they were not doing a ‘like-for-like’ comparison, and this could give the wrong impression and mislead the reader. For example, both tools may produce ‘one ‘output (making them identical) but if one tool produces one, two and three outputs .. then the tools are no longer identical

· Edwin accepted Ken’s point (refer to Appendix B of 044) in that the Appendix-B approach has additional (types of) outputs than that by Appendix-A approach (as shown in 044).  However, Ericsson have understood that DT, in NGNM Vienna meeting, have claimed that the common type of outputs, i.e. the so-called “Solution specifications” of both Appendix-A approach and Appendix-B approach, are identical.  Ericsson is now concerned about the validity of such claim and would like to seek re-confirmation.  If supporters of Approach-B can confirm that the “Solution specifications” (from Approach A and from Approach B) would be identical, then most (if not all) of the Approach-A supporters’ concern would disappear. 

· Further discussion for clarification followed but there were no distinct conclusions 

· Ken reminded the meeting of an action taken during the Vienna meetings – i.e. that a meeting was required to address the need to clarify the discussion around a “single model” and publish a wiki/document explaining the concept. Meeting to include David Cleary; Bernd Zeuner; Edwin Tse and Nigel Davis.
Ken was wondering if there was any progress on this action.

· Jörg indicated that there was no formal action agreed during the meeting (all agreed next steps/actions where listed in S5vTMFa042, presented during the closing session in Vienna), and questions the value for such parallel private party discussion (given the fact that most of these participants are not even present during this call), and would like to know how they wish to proceed with the activity, i.e. within the RMA meetings, or by other means etc. 

· Klaus asked if he did not feel that the outcome of such a meeting would not bring valuable contribution/insight into the RMA meeting. Jörg responded as his role of Convener of the RMA meeting, he felt that the RMA was the place to have such discussions – among all parties and not uncoordinated separate break-out groups (Jörg also stated that he is not opposing private discussions, but these are private).
· Klaus reminded the team that one of the main points brought up at the Vienna meeting is that they are looking for a time-line for the project activities. He fears that putting the document out to the next meeting without setting time for return of comments etc. continues this risk of no project time line / planning 

· Klaus made the suggestion that since the next SA5 face-2-Face meeting is near in both location & time to the TM Forum MW Orlando … .perhaps it would be good to try and organize a joint face to face meeting to progress the work. 

· Jörg felt that he did not see this logistics wise as a possibility

· It was agreed to continue discussions on this document at the next conference call (as the general modeling approach needs to be clarified and agreed before discussion on technical details can continue)

7.2. Alignment of Generic Model aspects (040, 033, 032/038)
7.3. Enabling re-use of TMF Transport Model(s) / 3GPP Mobile Model (040, 035/044, 036, 032/038)

7.4. Inventory: NGMN Requirements & Alignment aspects (040)

7.5. Methodology / Framework Aspects (040)

7.6. Solution Set Relationship(s) (040)


8. Model Alignment Recommendations


9. Summary & Next Steps

10. AOB


11. Next meeting(s) proposal: 
Nov-04, 13:00-15:00 UTC (06amPHX, 08amDFW, 01pmLHR, 02pmFRA, 9pmSHA)
Note that currently, both US (except Arizona and Hawaii) and Europe observe DST

Nov-11, 13:00-15:00 UTC (06amPHX, 07amDFW, 01pmLHR, 02pmFRA, 9pmSHA)
Note that currently, both US (except Arizona and Hawaii) and Europe observe DST

Proposal as outlined above has been accepted.

Agreed to stick with the UTC time as originally scheduled – so for those whose clocks change in Oct/Nov – the meeting will be an hour earlier.  

Action:  Tina to confirm that Nigel and others if they will be able to attend a meeting next week (Nov 4th) and also if it will be possible to join during the 11th Nov – which coincide with MW-Orlando (8am Florida time) 

