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INTRODUCTION

This is a summary report of the Principles Rapporteur session from the Paris meetings of SA5 #11.

Listed below are the input and output documents of the session with a brief summary of the discussions with recommendations as noted made to SA5:

Registration of Documents

1.1 Input Documents to PR Rapporteur Group

	Tdoc
	                     Title
	Source

	S5-000173
	S2 answer (S2-000589) to S3, S5 (cc: CN2) to LS on Functions of Key Distribution and Key Administration for MAP security (S5-000154) – for action SA5 (PR Rapporteur group)
	S2

	S5-000174
	Unified 3G OAM&P Requirements - Reply from 3GPP2 to LS (S5-000155) 
	3GPP2 TSG-S (Hideo Okinaka)

	S5-000220
	Draft 32.101 CR “Re-Add Correct Normative Reference List”
	Motorola (Truss Michael)

	S5-000212
	Meaning of Mandatory and Optional Service (TS 32.101, 32.102)
	Ericsson (Edwin Tse)

	S5-000221
	Map Security
	Siemens

	 S5-000210
	Use of term Actor (TS 32.101, 32.102)
	Ericsson

	 S5-000213
	Use of term pairs Manager/Agent and Actor/System (Contribution to PR/AR)
	Siemens

	 S5-000214
	IRP description and definition Changes
	Siemens


1.2 Output Documents to SA5 plenary 

	Tdoc
	                       Title
	Source

	S5-000224
	PR Rapporteur Session report
	PR Rapporteur Group

	S5-000223
	Draft Liaison response to S2 and S3, Key Distribution and Administration
	Vodafone

	S5-000222
	Draft Liaison response to 3GPP2, Unified 3G OAM&P Requirements
	Motorola

	
	
	


1.1 Liaison Statements

Tdoc 000173: S2 answer (S2-000589) to S3, S5 (cc: CN2) to LS on Functions of Key Distribution and Key Administration for MAP security (S5-000154) – for action SA5 (PR Rapporteur group).

Tdoc 000221: Map Security 

This liaison from S2 to S3 & S5 conveyed the view that the 3G System architecture did not require updating to allow for the Key Distribution and Administration feature.

(“normal O+M procedures that apply within and between PLMNs (eg for the introduction of new roaming partners) could be used or adapted for the Key Administration and Key Distribution.”)

Before deciding if and what content a liaison response from S5 should have, it was decided to discuss (as agreed at our Lulea meeting) if Key Administration and Distribution was indeed within the TMN framework. The S3 presentation from Lulea (S5-000147) was studied and a Nortel contribution from ITU-T SG4 (M.3400 – Tdoc S5-000250) confirmed that the feature is a TMN function.

It was then agreed that a S5 liaison response would be drafted to S2 and S3, noting that S5 did not disagree with the S2 assertion that the 3G System Architecture could accommodate this new feature.

The liaison would also confirm that S5 had established that the feature was within the TMN scope and would begin work immediately on incorporating the principles and architecture for the feature into an early 00 release of 32.101 and 32.102.

Vodafone agreed to draft the liaison response, which can be found in Tdoc S5-000xx

The debate on Key Administration and Distribution was re-opened following a late Siemens contribution which proposes to use the MAP protocol to distribute keys, this contribution is also to be made to CN4, It was agreed to update the liaison to acknowledge the Siemens contribution and also to send the liaison to CN4 to ask their opinion and if they are willing and have resources to work with S5 on this feature.

Recommendation to SA5: The PR Rapporteur group recommends to SA5 that the draft liaison response (Tdoc S5-000xxx) be approved for transmission to S2 and S3 and CN4

Tdoc 000174: Unified 3G OAM&P Requirements - Reply from 3GPP2 to LS (S5-000155)

It was noted that this liaison reply from 3GPP2 was already discussed during the S5 opening plenary, and that Motorola and Vodafone would draft a liaison response as requested by S5.

Recommendation to SA5: The PR Rapporteur group recommends to SA5 that the draft liaison response (Tdoc S5-000xxx) be approved for transmission to 3GPP2.

1.2 Change Requests

Tdoc 000220: 32.101 CR “Re-Add Correct Normative Reference List”

Motorola submitted a Change request to re-add normative references that were erroneously removed from 32.101 when published at V3.0.0 in January 2000.

A number of issues were identified with the reference list and it was agreed to communicate these issues to S5 and recommend that these issues be addressed in a revised CR to be submitted to SA5 #12 in Rome in time for approval at the next SA meeting.

Motorola agreed to co-ordinate the work. Issues identified were:

· Outdated references, Nortel have provided latest versions of a number of ITU-T specifications to SA5, i.e. M3010-2000(Tdoc S5-000253), M.3013-2000(Tdoc S5-000252), M.3400-2000(Tdoc S5-000250), Q.811-1997 (Tdoc S5-000251), ITU-T TMN documentation plan which includes a listing and status of all TMN specifications.

· Missing references, It was identified that some technology specific references (e.g. IDL specification) are missing.

· Incorrect naming, Obsolete ISO naming should no longer be used and should be replaced with X700 series naming.

IETF references are not made correctly, Nortel have supplied ITU-T guidelines on correct referencing procedures.

· Incorrect versions, It was identified that the CORBA version referenced is not the one used by the IRP’s.

· Appropriate Normative/Informative referencing, The possibility was raised that some references may be more appropriately placed in the informative rather than normative reference section.

Recommendation to SA5: It is recommended to SA5 that all members should consider the above identified issues and provide input via the e-mail reflector prior to SA5 #12, Rome.
1.3 Other Contributions

Tdoc 000211: Features/capabilities in Information Service, Tdoc 000212, Tdoc 000217 Meaning of Mandatory and Optional Service (TS 32.101, 32.102)

The discussion of these related Ericsson contribution was continued from the Architecture Rapporteur group.

For Tdoc 000211 the consensus feeling was that all network management features including protocol specific network management features should be described in the Information Service Document, their specification is linked to the Mandatory/Optional debate covered by 000212 and 000217.

With regard to 000212 and 000217 The wording and format of a revised Table 1 & 2 was agreed. Ericsson agreed to draft a CR to include the revised tables in 32.101 and/or 32.102 in time for SA5 #12, Rome.

An issue was raised that the tables relate only to the application of the Mandatory and Optional terms to the System (Agent) behaviour. If SA5 decides that its specifications are also to place requirements on the Actor (Manager) these tables will require further update.

Recommendation to SA5: No action is required by SA5.

Tdoc 000210, 000213, 000214: Actor/ System and Manager/Agent terminology.
Documents 000210(Ericsson) and 000214(Siemens) which made proposals regarding the use of Actor/System and Manager/Agent terminology were discussed, After lengthy debate an agreement was reached to replace the term Actor with the term Manager in the Alarm and Notification IRP Information Services, Agreement could not be reached on proposals to change the use of the term System, Ericsson and Siemens agreed to discuss this point further and try to com to a common understanding for presentation to SA5.

Document 000213(Siemens) raised the issue of use of different terminology across the 32.101/32.102, 32.106 and 32.11 documents. Siemens were asked to direct any proposed changes to FM and CM groups for 32.106 and 32.111, if such proposals were accepted then changes might be later needed to 32.101 and 32.102.

Recommendation to SA5: No action is required by SA5.

1.4   Other Business
The PR and Architecture Rapporteur’s as well as the PR Rapporteur group discussed a proposal to merge the Architecture and Principles group, the merged group to be responsible for both the 32.101 and 32.102 specifications. The 32.101 and 32.102 Rapporteur’s would share the chairing and secretarial duties of the merged group.

Advantages are that current confusion over which of the existing two groups should handle various contributions and issues would be eliminated and some reduced administrative burden on 32.101 and 32.102 rapporteurs and MCC.

There was unanimous support within the PR Rapporteur group for this proposal.

Recommendation to SA5: The PR rapporteur group recommends to SA5 that the PR and Architecture Rapporteur groups be merged into a single group, and the running of the new group would be sared equally by the existing PR and Architecture Rapporteurs.












































































































































































































