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1. Roll call

· Jörg Schmidt (Nokia Siemens Networks)
· Edwin Tse (Ericsson)
· Istvan Aba (DT/TMO)
· Nigel Davis (Ciena) 
· Lukasz Mendyk (Comarch)
· Zho Lan (Huawei)
· Padma Sudarsan (Alctel-Lucent)
· Jan Insulander (Huawei)
· Marie Murphy (TM Forum)

Apologies

2. Agenda approval
· The agenda was approved.

3. Review notes from previous meeting(s)

· S5vTMFa052: Meeting minutes
· These were noted.  If people have any comments kindly submit via email.

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 modeling methodology (3GPP SA5)
· S5vTMFa048: Comments On FMC NM Modelling Methodology document (Ciena)
· S5vTMFa051: Response to question raised in S5vTMFa033 E NSN Proposed enhancement of Generic NRM IOCs v3.doc section 3.4. (TM Forum???)
· S5vTMFa053: Status and the way forward for 3GPP TMF model harmonization work (Ericsson)


S5vTMFa053 Discussion:
There was a discussion that the direction of the arrows may need to be two-way:

Nigel said the abstract model is not relevant if you are building the interface. 
Looking at the generation and evolution of the abstract model the flow is two way. So in the context of building and evolving the abstract model two-way arrow makes more sense.
Edwin suggests in this diagram everything is static. The model is built, and this diagram illustrates the relationship between two static things so information flow between the models is not required in this context.

Nigel’s observation about flow should be captured in a working agreement when the work progresses as it relates to the methodology.

There was a discussion on the concept of the abstract model:
Lukasz asked if some drill-down capability between the abstract model and the model fragments would not be desirable. 
Lukasz explained that during the alarm correlation use case it would be nice to have references in the abstract model references to the details of some of the abstract entities.  Joerg commented that this is related to the “governance” or methodology.

Lukasz observed that the term “abstract” for the umbrella model is not useful as it would be desirable to have a useful umbrella model that allows end-to-end use cases to be usefully implemented. The aim should be to work on the umbrella model and not just on the detailed model.
Joerg clarified that “abstract” does not mean lack of detail but that it refers to objects that are not instantiated. 

It was agreed that this figure can replace the one currently used in the Appendix with a note that there is a lot more work to do.

Each fragment can have (any other model from any other body) can be used to generate an interface directly using some specific mechanism to that particular body; 3GPP can use the IRP framework to generate their interface using their chosen tool.
The “governance” process should address a convergence mechanism across the various industry models and this would happen over time. 

There was a long discussion about the use of the model and Jörg at the end clarified that the focus of this discussion is the model and the delivery of common model semantics.
This encompasses encoding the information entities into some common form and not the operations that you carry out on the entities. 

In the forum there is a team working through the form for the umbrella model, the proposal will be available in January 2010. 
A straw man document listing the type of classes as work items for inclusion in the umbrella model would be desirable. TR828 already includes a 3GPP input for this discussion.
We also need to think about the process for the umbrella model.

S5vTMFa055: Response to question raised in S5vTMFa033 E NSN Proposed enhancement of Generic NRM IOCs v3.doc section 3.4.

[bookmark: _GoBack]S5vTMFa055 Discussion:
Marie presented the document on behalf of Ken. 
This document is submitted by Ken as Director of the Collaboration Program and summarizes the TM Forum response to the points raised in Section 3.4 of  S5vTMFa033.

Joerg noted items with comment: On item 1: very broad statement, leads to diff interpretations (and also no intention to debate “history” at this point in time) – while “continues to be so today” seems questionable w/ respect to the pure umbrella model part for reasons stated in 3.4. On item 2: noted. On item 3: the relationship between an industry–wide accepted Umbrella model and the 3GPP NRM IRP’s is subject to joint discussions and agreements as part of the ongoing study. On item 4: this statement is not consistent with discussions ongoing between Keith and Stephen Hayes. On item 5: noted for the time being, detailed harmonization work will address this topic. On item 6: noted; though potential impacts on relationships to external models are tbd. On items CTK & RI: these are out of scope of study & not part of “the Top Ten requirements document” either

Edwin asked to clarify on item 6 that the TM Forum referred to MTMN/MTOSI model. Nigel clarified that the TM Forum publishes other detailed models (IPDR and OSS/J models) so it is not limited to MTMN /MTOSI. Marie clarified that per item 4 there is no intent in the wording to include the 3GPP models in the scope of “other detailed models”.

Padma asked whether discussions are ongoing with other SDOs on this topic. Marie said that at present no but it is recognized that we will need to bring other SDOs into this discussion.

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

6.1. in 3GPP SA5
6.2. in TM Forum

7. Model Alignment Discussion Topics

7.1. Discussion on modeling alignment method(s) (044/048/053)				- In principle, can we agree with Appendix A modeling approach?		Agreement: The participants agreed in principle with the modeling approach as updated in S5vTMFa053 section 3.1 (S5vTMFa044 is to be updated accordingly).
In principle, can we agree with the modeling elements as outlined in 4?		- In principle, can we agree for the need of a separated “SID Abstract Umbrella model” as outlined in 5?						
How do we approach defining a separated “SID Abstract Umbrella model” as outlined in 5?								
How do we resolve the remaining constraints/dependencies as outlined in 5?
7.2. Alignment of Generic Model aspects (040, 033, 032/038, 051)
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

· “SID Abstract Umbrella Model”: procedural aspects of engaging other TMF/SID experts on defining a way towards such a cross-organizational model

Marie said that this engagement was already underway internally to the TM Forum but that the work needs to be at a point of maturity before they can bring it to this call. Marie will bring this up at the next internal meeting and ask the team to indicate when the material is ready to be discussed and will notify Jörg.

· Proposal for 3GPP to join a workshop at team action week in Paris.
Marie indicated that the dates being proposed for the meeting are the 20th and 21st January.
It was suggested that the objectives and attendees for the meeting would be required in order to make a decision. Marie showed a draft outline agenda that is being prepared which included a list of participants most of whom are already confirmed.
Marie will post this to the ETSI site for discussion at the next meeting. Marie asked for help from Jörg (as team lead) and the other 3GPP participants to flesh out the detail of the Resource Model Alignment session particularly the objectives and inputs section.

11. Next meeting(s) proposal: 
Dec-02, 13:00-15:00 UTC (06amPHX, 07amDFW, 01pmLHR, 02pmFRA, 9pmSHA)
Note that DST has ended in NA & Europe





