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Roll call:
· Bill Semper (TM Forum)

· Edwin Tse (Ericsson)

· Istvan Aba (DTAG)

· Jörg Schmidt (Nokia Siemens Networks)

· Leen Mak (Alcatel-Lucent)

· Marc Flauw (HP)

· Sudhir Khurane (Nokia Siemens Networks)
1. Introductory Remarks
Marc announced that he had an agenda conflict and was only available for the first hour of the call.
2. Agenda approval 
Approved with one addition: readout by Marc about changes to TIP RAM
3. Planning for next meetings

· It was agreed to resume the bi-weekly meeting schedule after the holiday season, i.e. at 22 September. 

· In the 22 September meeting, the need and the possibility to have another face-to-face meeting will be discussed.
4. Review minutes 27th meeting, 7 and 8 July 2011 (doc. 0129)
No comments – approved.
5. Changes to TMF RAM specifications

Marc informed that the TIP RAM team agreed in its Baltimore meeting to make the following changes to the TMF RAM specifications:

· Group/ Ungroup directives should only be for Enhanced profile. Today, there are present in the Standard profile, but using directives for grouping is mostly useful for the Enhanced profile. 

· If CommentAlarms is supported, then comments should be mandatory. There need to be consistency in the interface. 

· Same for Acknowledge. If the Acknowledge directive is supported, then ackStatus and ackUserId are mandatory. 

· Allow multiple MOs in AlarmListRebuilt event. Today there is only 1 single MO, so if more than 1 MO is affected, the whole list has to be rebuilt. Having multiple MOs would be quite useful. 
6. Liaison Statement from ITU-T on Alarm Management (doc. 0022)
Leen presented this liaison statement, and asked the participants to study the LS and 
ITU-T Recmmendation M.3703, “Common management services - Alarm management - Protocol neutral requirements and analysis”. Purposes: (1) see whether the ITU-T approach may shed fresh light on subjects addressed in the harmonization work; (2) consider whether a response back to ITU-T would be required.

M.3703 is publicly and freely available from http://www.itu.int/rec/T-REC-M.3703-201006-I/en 
7. Continued detailed review and discussion of recommendations on harmonization, 
input document is “Living List version 6 output of Montreal meeting” (doc. 0139)
Sections 3.3.3, 3.3.5 and 3.3.6 were reviewed. Agreed changes will be captured by the editor in the next version of the Living List, i.e. version 7.
Leen asked the participants to prepare for another trawl through the items “under discussion” in the next call. 
Marc concluded that the team is converging on most subjects under discussion; the big issue appears to be the usage of notificationId verses the usage of alarmID.

​​​​​​​​​​​​​​​​​​​​​​​​​____________________


