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1. Opening of meeting	
· The meeting was chaired Klaus Martiny (Deutsche Telekom AG).
· Registrants to this meeting are recorded on the ETSI portal: 
· http://webapp.etsi.org/MeetingPreReservation/listpart.asp?nb=0&mid=16300

2. Adoption of agenda 
· The agenda distributed as :
· http://docbox.etsi.org/ISG/NFV/05-CONTRIBUTIONS/2015/NFV(15)000045r1_WS_NFV_OPNFv_TMF_3GPP_SA5_Agenda.pptx
· .Agenda was approved
3. ETSI IPR call 
	ETSI Intellectual Property Rights (IPR) Policy 
The attention of the members of this Technical Body is drawn to the fact that ETSI Members shall use reasonable endeavours under clause 4.1 of the ETSI IPR Policy, Annex 6 of the Rules of Procedure, to inform ETSI of Essential IPRs in a timely fashion. This section covers the obligation to notify its own IPRs but also other companies’ IPRs.
The members take note that they are hereby invited:
- to investigate in their company whether their company does own IPRs which are, or are likely to become Essential in respect of the work of the Technical Body,
- to notify to the Chairman or to the ETSI Director-General all potential IPRs that their company may own, by means of the IPR Information Statement and the Licensing Declaration forms that they can obtain from the ETSI Technical Officer or http://www.etsi.org/WebSite/document/Legal/IPRforms.doc."

Members are encouraged to make general IPR undertakings/declarations that they will make licenses  available for all their IPRs under FRAND terms and conditions related to a specific standardization area and then, as soon as feasible, provide (or refine) detailed disclosures.



· The ETSI standard IPR call was made. No declaration was made in the meeting. The chair reminded the group of their obligations to declare their essential IPRs respecting the ETSI procedure as described above.
4. 	Welcome	
· Done by Steven Wright, ISG NFV Chair
5. NOC Statement
· Done by Klaus Martiny (NOC Vice Chair) 
· The NOC stated what their expectations are regarding the objectives, interworking and deliveries
· http://docbox.etsi.org/ISG/NFV/05-CONTRIBUTIONS/2015/NFV(15)000063_NOC_Statement_WS_ISG_-_TMF_-_OPNFV_-_3GPP_SA5.pptx
6. ISG View - Objectives -  (ISG  point of view) & ISG Technical Explanation (Clarity about the scope of work)
· Done by Klaus Martiny (Deutsche Telekom AG)  &  Joan Triay( Docomo Communications Lab Europe GmbH)
· http://docbox.etsi.org/ISG/NFV/05-CONTRIBUTIONS/2015/NFV(15)000032r2_ISG_Report_for_the_TMF_SA5_OPNFV_Workshop.ppt
Q&A session:
· Q:Clarify  scope of  work on management aspects of mixed  (virtual and non-virtualized)
· Q: Clarify whether domain specific information elements were required – no – may be better phrased as requirements  on information transfer 
· C: Desirable outcome to clarify which groups are working  on what parts of the architectural framework -  more is  required than simply codifying the current interfaces – e.g. software architectures 

7. TM Forum presentations & relationship recommendations
· Done by Ken Dillbeck
http://docbox.etsi.org/ISG/NFV/05-CONTRIBUTIONS/2015/NFV(15)000053r1_TMForum_NFV_9_Multi-SDO.pptx

TMF Q&A session:
· C: clarify the development of infrastructure architecture vs  adoption of the 
· C: identification of collaboration opportunity around deployment and operational aspects of packaging of VNF packaging – difference in focus/ feedback
· C: perhaps walk through this as an example later
· C: interest in some interaction between ISG/SEC and TMF on security – does not appear to be much shared membership
· C: TMF view of ETSI as working on Manufacturing standards and TMF more focused on operations/ purchasing
· C:  topics for collaboration:  Information models, APIs , structure of VNF package

8. 3GPP SA 5 presentations & relationship recommendations 
· Done by Christian Touche (3GPP SA5 Chair)
· http://docbox.etsi.org/ISG/NFV/05-CONTRIBUTIONS/2015/NFV(15)000049r1_3GPP_SA5_status_on_NFV.pptx
9. OPNFV presentations & relationship recommendations
· Done by Prodip Sen, Heather Kirksey (OPNVF)
· http://docbox.etsi.org/ISG/NFV/05-CONTRIBUTIONS/2015/NFV(15)000050_Open_Platform_for_NFV_input_to_joint-SDO_Workshop_in_Prague.ppt
OPNFV Q&A Session:
· C: Both groups seem to be working on requirements – is there a conflict? – requirements from ISG at system level, requirements at  OPNFV are scoped on the upstream projects – so requirements on different things – not necessarily a direct mapping possible – but needs more analysis
· C: Branching vs upstream only – OPNFV conscious decision to focus on upstream first. There may be code that is not accepted by the upstream project, or does not have a home – may need to have a process for that. 
· C: will there be a process of feedback & re-evaluation.?
· C: common membership in many of these organizations – if your company has an interest in some functionality – then they need to provide the appropriate resource commitment to make it happen. Just creating requirements without committing resources is an unrealistic expectation. 
· C: if open source projects develop projects that are not relevant/compliant to the user requirements then their success/ adoption will be limited.
· C: need to validate the understanding from this meeting in some future event
	
10. Action Points
· ISG/3GPP SA 5: Joint activity between IFA and GPP SA5 – process and information flows should be analyzed; Responsible Christian Touche (SA5); Raquel Morera Sempere (ISG)
· TMF/OPNFV: Joint POC/Catalyst in summer 2015.  Ken Dillbeck (TMF); Heather Kirksey (OPNFV); Ken got the task to drive the topic
·  ISG/OPNFV: Joint project. Michael Brenner is responsible to drive the tasks
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