	3GPP - TM Forum 
Fault Management Harmonization Study
	Document: S5eTMF0xxx

	Meeting: 29 June 2012


	Author:
	Bill Semper (TM Forum)

	Title:
	Meeting minutes for 36th meeting of 29th June 2012


Attendees: 

· Bill Semper (TM Forum)

· Marc Flauw (HP)

· Marco Giaccaglini (TM Forum)
· Joerg Schmidt (Nokia Siemens Networks)

· Thomas Tovinger (Ericsson)

· Zou Lan (Huawei)

· Istvan Aba (Deutsche Telekom)

· Anh Le (Netcracker)
· Dave Milham (TM Forum)

· Edwin Tse (Ericsson)
· Nigel Davis (Ciena)
Agenda approval
· Approved. 

Review of S5eTMF0181 (3GPP SA5 Comments on the FMH Report):

· S5-120796
· We acknowledge the request to investigate the creation of a common 3GPP - TM Forum Stage 2 Fault Management Interface; a first step may be the creation of a document showing the commonalities of both groups. 
· The JWG will forward this request to the multi-SDO initiative. 
Review of S5eTMF0180 (TM Forum Comments on the FMH Report):

· S5eTMF0179 FMH report version 1 1-Ciena-Comments-included-29-03-2012
· ibartkow1: Noted. The Common Model defined in TR146 is considered not to be applicable to this study. 

· ibartkow2:  Noted. 
· ibartkow3:  Noted. This is addressed in the next section, Common Stage 2 Specification. 
· ibartkow4: Noted The Common Model defined in TR146 is considered not to be applicable to this study. 

· ibartkow5: Noted. This is addressed in the section, Common Stage 2 Specification
· ibartkow6: Noted. JWG has the same understanding of the process explained in the comment. 

· ibartkow7: Noted. This virtual model would be part of the Common Stage 2 Specification, which is not part of this report. 

· ibartkow8: Noted. We agree with this observation. 
· ibartkow9: Noted. This would be addressed in the Common Stage 2 Specification.

· ibartkow10: Noted. The Common Model defined in TR146 is considered not to be applicable to this study
· ibartkow11: Noted. “Common” refers to semantic alignment. Harmonization of differences will be addressed in the Common Stage 2 Specification. 

· ibartkow12: Noted.
· ibartkow13: Noted.

· ibartkow14: Noted. The capability for alarm grouping is provided in RAM, but mechanism is not specified. 

· ibartkow15: Noted. This situation is explained in the RAM IA. 

· ibartkow16:  Noted. This is outside the scope of this report. 

· ibartkow17:  Noted. Full alignment could not be attained at this point, but alignment may be obtained as result of future work.   
· ibartkow18: Noted. This future alignment is outside the scope of this report. This section acknowledges that there is no common interface and proposes a practical way forward. 

· S5eTMF0179 FMH report version 1.1-VRS-1
· Sitaraman1: Agreed. This is an editorial correction. 

· Sitaraman2: Noted. The alarm correlation – alarm management system interface may not be an OSS-to-OSS interface, but in the context of this section is considered as such. 

· Proposed text for section 3.3: The proposed new text is out of scope for the original report, which concentrated on 3GPP-TM Forum semantic alignment. The recommend proposals could be considered as part of future alignment work in the multi-SDO initiative as well as individual member SDOs. 
· Proposed text for section 6.3: The proposed new text is out of scope for the original report, which concentrated on 3GPP-TM Forum semantic alignment. The proposed text contains many suggestions that may be considered in future alignment work. 
Planning for next steps
· Post these notes to the TM Forum NGWW community and send to the 3GPP SA5 exploder, and also upload to the ETSI site and for comment; if no comments are received within 2 weeks, the report will considered final. 
· If comments come back, we will need another call to address them. 

· Bill to set up GTM on July 27 

· We need to consider how to handle the one agreed editorial change without re-publishing the document. To be discussed on the next call; possible that  both TM Forum and 3GPP can be instructed to make the change when the document is published by each organization. 

Close of the meeting

___________________
