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GB

TAKEUCHI Yutaka
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JP

TOVINGER Thomas (Rapporteur)
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SE

TRUSS Michael
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GB

TSE Edwin
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SE

ZAKHAMA Nabil
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FR

ZHOU Di
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DE
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2 Approval of the agenda

The agenda proposed by the Rapporteur was approved.

3 Registration of documents

3.1 Input documents

Tdoc
Title
Source
Status after meeting #11


Meeting #6 - CM



S5-99179
Generic alignment procedure between NM-OS and NE-OS [FM and CM]
Siemens
Discussed

S5-99184
Use of "equipment-summary" object classes at the interface between NM-OS and NE-OSs [CM and FM]
Siemens / Italtel
Discussed

S5-99187
Draft proposal for Configuration Management work item document
Ericsson
Discussed. Superseded by S5-99216

S5-99188
New document proposed for definition of Notification IRP
Ericsson
Discussed. Superseded by S5-99303

S5-99189
New document proposed for definition of "Name Conventions for MOs" related to the IRP framework
Ericsson
Presented


Meeting #7 - CM



S5-99211
3G TS 32.106 v0.2.0 "3G Configuration management"
Ericsson
Revised - see S5-99216

S5-99216
3G TS 32.106 v1.0.0 Configuration Management
S5 secretary
Discussed. Superseded by S5-00009.

S5-99266
Report from CM rapporteur group at SA5 #7
Ericsson
Noted


Meeting #8 - CM



S5-99293
Input to 32.106 - N-Interface
Siemens (LH)
Approved with updates

S5-99303
Input for 32.106 - Revised Notification IRP Information Model
Ericsson
Approved with updates

S5-99334
Report from CM rapporteur group at SA5 #8
Ericsson
Noted


Meeting #9 - CM



S5-000009
3G TS 32.106 v1.1.0
3GPP support
Agreed

S5-000036
PM object model requirements
PM Rapporteur
Noted


Meeting #10 - CM



S5-000043
CM Rapporteur Session report
CM rapporteur
Approved

S5-000045
3G TS 32.106 v1.2.0
CM rapporteur
Post-meeting #9 submission

S5-000066
Requirements for “state management” of 3G Systems
Siemens ICN 
Agreed with comments

S5-000075
Comments from Siemens to S5-99303 "Notification IRP Specification: Information Model".
Siemens
Agreed with comments and updates.

S5-000076
3G TS 32.106 v1.2.0
Secretary
Noted

S5-000084
Response to Siemens’ comments (S5-00075) on  the Notification IRP
Ericsson
Agreed with comments and updates.

S5-000089
Proposal for Release 2000 of 32.106: Inventory and Topology IRP Information Model
Ericsson 
Postponed

S5-000093
Additional parameter in subscribe() operation of Notification IRP 
Ericsson
Agreed with update

S5-000094
Proposal for Release 99: Inventory and Topology IRP Information Mode (TS 32.106)
Ericsson 
Postponed

S5-000110
Outline of NTT DoCoMo proposals on alarm notification (TS 32.111)
NTT DoCoMo
Noted

S5-000111
Additional features in Notification IRP Information Model(TS 32.106)
NTT DoCoMo
Agreed with updates

S5-000118
Comments on Notification IRP (TS 32.106)
T-Mobil 
Agreed with updates

S5-000124
Investigation of “Configuration Management Work Item” approval process
SA5 Chairman 
Noted

S5-000136
32.106 terminology updates and inclusion of annexes
Ericsson
Superseded by S5-000164


Ad-hoc meeting #3 - CM



S5c000001
Discussion / Introduction in the Notification IRP
Siemens (Lucian HIRSCH)
Discussed

S5c000002
Comments on Clause B1.1 of TS 32.106
Siemens (Gaetano CICCHITTO)
Agreed

S5c000003
Comments on Clause B1.3 (Definition changes)
Siemens (Gaetano CICCHITTO)
Discussed

S5c000004
Additional comments on System context for Notification
Siemens (Gaetano CICCHITTO)


S5c000005
Comments on Clause B3 (Modelling Approach)
Siemens (Gaetano CICCHITTO)


S5c000006
Additional comments on Clause B4.1
Siemens (Gaetano CICCHITTO)
Discussed

S5c000007
Contribution on “Interface and Class diagrams”
Siemens (Gaetano CICCHITTO)
Withdrawn:

replaced by S5c000008

S5c000008
Contribution on “Interface and Class diagrams”
Siemens (Gaetano CICCHITTO)
Discussed and partly agreed (in meeting #11)

S5c000009
Improvements of the last version of Notification IRP
Siemens (Lucian HIRSCH)
Discussed

S5c000010
Agenda for S5CM ad-hoc meeting #1
32.106 Rapporteur (Thomas TOVINGER)
Noted

S5c000011
Comments on “Updates of Notification IRP”
NortelNetworks (Jean SORBIER)
Discussed

S5c000012
Comments on the updated Naming Convention (32.106 Annex H)
Siemens (Di ZHOU)
Agreed

S5c000013
Comments to the updated Notification IRP from Ericsson
Siemens (Di ZHOU)
Partly discussed

S5c000014
Use of term pairs Manager/Agent and Actor/System
Siemens (Di ZHOU)
Addressed in AR session

S5c000015
Updates of Notification IRP Information Service
Ericsson (Edwin TSE, Thomas TOVINGER)
Agreed with updates according to S5c000019

S5c000016
Proposal for updated Name Convention for Managed Objects
Ericsson (Edwin TSE, Thomas TOVINGER)
Agreed with comments

S5c000017
Proposal for Corba Solution Set to Notification IRP
Ericsson (Edwin TSE, Thomas TOVINGER)
Agreed with comments

S5c000018
SA5 ad-hoc meeting #3, CM session report
32.106 Rapporteur (Thomas TOVINGER)
Agreed with comments

S5c000019
Modification instructions for next update of Notification IRP IS (32.106 Annex B)
Ericsson (Edwin TSE, Thomas TOVINGER)
Agreed


Meeting #11 - CM



S5-000190
Introduction of a new operation in Notification IRP
Siemens (Lucian HIRSCH)


S5-000191
Comments to CORBA Solution Set to Notification IRP (contribution to 32.106)
Siemens (Di ZHOU)
Discussed

S5-000192
32.106 Draft version 3.0.2
CM Rapporteur (Thomas TOVINGER)
Agreed

S5-000193
Updates of Notification IRP Information Service after Montreal ad-hoc meeting
Ericsson (Edwin TSE, Thomas TOVINGER)
Agreed

3.2 Output Documents to SA5 plenary

Output will be: 

1. Update instructions for Name Convention for Managed Objects according to agreements made in this meeting (see section 6.3-6.4) – found in Appendix A to this report.

2. Update instructions for Notification IRP Information Service according to agreements made in this meeting (see section 4 and 6.7) – found in Appendix B to this report.

3. Update instructions for Notification IRP Corba SS according to agreements made in this meeting (see section 6.5-6.6) – found in Appendix C to this report.

The CM Rapporteur asks the SA5 closing plenary to approve this report including the updating instructions in Appendix A-C. Approving the appendixes means that it will be totally clear how the next version of the baseline document 32.106 will be produced, and that can be done after this meeting.

3.3 Post meeting documents to be produced

After this meeting the following documents will be produced (by Ericsson) to reflect the agreements made in this meeting:

1. Updated Name Convention for Managed Objects, according to agreements made in this meeting (see section 6.3-6.4) documented in Appendix A to this report.

2. Updated Notification IRP Information Service, according to agreements made in this meeting (see section 4 and 6.7) documented in Appendix B to this report.

3. Updated Notification IRP Corba SS, according to agreements made in this meeting (see section 6.5-6.6) documented in Appendix C to this report.

4. New draft version of 32.106: V3.0.3, based on version 3.0.2 and including the resulting documents from item 1-3 above, in Annex B, C and H respectively (and updated History clause).

These documents are planned to be ready one week before the next ad-hoc meeting, that is the 1st May. 

4 Approval of the report of the last meeting

One comment was: Make Tdoc 0019 an Annex to the report. Agreed. 

UML: Questioned and discussed again “how and why we shall use UML”, and which version has been used. Ericsson will provide the information about the version used in the next update of IRP IS documents. For the first question, no conclusion was made to change anything in the existing baseline documents.

The report was approved after these comments, and it will be stored on the 3GPP server with Tdoc S5c000018 after updating.

5 Action items from last meeting

Item
Task
To
Status after meeting #11

9.1
Update Notification IRP: Information Service specification according to section 4.1.1 in CM report #9.
TT
Closed

9.2
Clarify questions on Notification IRP: Information Service specification as described in section 4.1.1 in CM report #9.
TT
Closed

9.3
Create and review contributions for the network resource model to meeting #10.
All
Open

6 Discussion of input documents 

6.1 Tdoc S5-000192 (32.106 Draft version 3.0.2) (CM Rapporteur)

The History clause shall be corrected.

New version 3.0.3 of 32.106 agreed to be created with the above change, plus what is later agreed (in this meeting) for the Annexes.

6.2 Tdoc S5-000193/S5c000021 (Updates of Notification IRP Information Service, after CM ad-hoc meeting #1) (Ericsson)

Agreed without any technical comments at this point in time. Siemens (Di Zhou) pointed out that due to the short time between the ad-hoc meeting and this (Paris) meeting, it was difficult to find the time for a detailed review of this document. Therefore it was requested that we “leave an opening” for possible corrections in case a later review shows that some errors had been made in creating Tdoc S5-000193 from the agreed Tdoc S5c000019. Everybody agreed.

6.3 Tdoc S5c000016 (Proposal for updated Name Convention for Managed Objects) (Ericsson)

Comment by Siemens (not described in any input document):

“This is very Corba oriented and not well suited for CMIP solution sets. String based encoding is not suitable to enforce for TMN based systems”.

Conclusion: The intent is to specify that when string representation is used, it shall be used in the prescribed way. The intent is not to make it impossible to use the standard way of constructing/ representing DN for CMIP. Ericsson will provide an updated version of Tdoc 000016, with the objective to clarify this. The updated version shall make it clear that this rule does not prevent using the standard name convention used today for CMIP.

Additional comments:

· The detailed definition in the scope section should be moved to chapter 3.

· Check the use of upper/lower case in the RDN def. in H1.4.5.

· Ericsson also reported a minor error made in the latest update of Appendix B. This will be corrected in the updated version. (The error was: In the two bullets of the “Rule” section, “If AttributeType of DN string representation…” shall be changed to “If the naming attribute of the MO…”).
6.4 Tdoc S5c000012 (Siemens comment on 000016)

Point 1: OK. Ericsson will update the description.

Point 2: Comment accepted. The document will be updated to more clearly state that Unicode is to be used.

6.5 Tdoc S5c000017 (Proposal for Corba Solution Set to Notification IRP) (Ericsson)

Edwin presented the document, in a combined CM/FM session.

A general question by Siemens: What does it mean that “the operation changeFilter is mandatory when the optional attach_push_b operation is used”? Reply: We should defer this to the architecture group discussion, as it is a general question related to the use of mandatory/optional.

No more general questions were made, and therefore we decided to continue with the comments made in Tdoc 191 – see below.

6.6 Tdoc S5-000191 (Comments to CORBA Solution Set to Notification IRP) (Siemens)

Edwin Tse made detailed notes of all the changes agreed in this discussion, attached in the Appendix C to this report. Highlights are recorded here below:

1. The version indications 1:1 were questioned – what does this mean, and what does “version 1 of the Information Service” mean, in relation to the version numbering of the 3G TS documents themselves? Agreed that this will be discussed in the architecture group, as it is common to all IRPs.

2. Di Zhou requested that a new table be added to show the mapping of the operation parameters from the IS document to the IDL. 

Nortel commented that traceability in general between the IS document and the corresponding solution set is important. The group also agreed that traceability is important. However for release 99 we agreed that the request by Di Zhou to show mapping of parameters is enough. Edwin will provide a proposal for the new table.

3. The general comment in 000191: “Since it is the solution sets who provide the concrete implementations for the concerned IRPs and different solution sets may differ a lot from each other in the sense of working scenarios, it seems much more significant to provide use cases in the documents of the solution sets to illustrate the rationale of the related technology than to offer generic use cases in the IRP IS documents.” 

It is a general question, and one comment (by Dave Sidor) was that Use cases in general are made for a high-level view, and are not suitable in the SS level. Maybe some other UML diagrams would be more suitable there. It was agreed to be discussed this in the architecture group, in relation to the Use case-related input documents.

4. A request was to have a common definition of the fields in the Corba StructuredEvent (domain_name, event_name etc.), in this document and refer to it from other solution sets. This avoids the risk of multiple and inconsistent definitions. The values of these fields shall be defined later, by each IRP Corba SS (Alarm and Basic CM IRP), and then documented in this Corba SS when all decisions have been made.

5. In general, the Notif. IRP Corba SS document shall be updated to be consistent with the technical agreements made in this group (of course).

6. The meaning of parameters versus attributes was questioned by Siemens and explained by Edwin: Parameters are used for the “signature” of the operation parameters, and attributes are used for more detailed definitions in the case when a parameter has a structured definition, e.g. ‘alarm information’ consisting of about 20 attributes. ‘Attributes’ are also used to denote the fields of the Corba structured event, as this is the standard term in the Corba Notification Service spec.  If there are still concerns about this terminology after this explanation, a new contribution describing the requested change has to be provided.

7. Clarify the use of ‘XXX’ (e.g. in attach_XXX). Agreed.
8. A separate diagram showing the IDL modules and their relationships would be helpful, in a separate Appendix. Edwin will provide a proposal for this.

9. Gaetano also requested that some common definitions (e.g. constants) in both Alarm and Notif. IRP Corba SS should be defined only in the latter, and referred from the former. Agreed.

Conclusion for S5c000017: This document is agreed to be included in the baseline 32.106 document as an annex (after the updates documented in Appendix C), and changes are still possible as far as SA5 agrees to, based on input contributions, until the end of the June meeting. (Output of the June SA5 meeting will be one or more CRs to SA plenary, for all changes compared to the March versions).

6.7 Tdoc S5c00013 (Comments to the updated Notification IRP) (Siemens)

We checked the remaining comments in this doc. that were not treated in the Montreal ad-hoc, against the latest update of Notification IRP (Tdoc S5-000193).

1. B1.1: In 1st sentence, change “systems and applications” to “systems and actors”.

2. B1.2: Change “is one member of this category” to “is one of these categories”.

3. B1.2 Clarify “an Actor (typically a network management system) can subscribe to System (typically a NE manager (EM) or a NE)”. We propose to say “…network management application” instead of “network management system”.

4. B1.3. If possible, try to avoid use of “circular definitions” of Actor/System. In particular, try to define System without using the term Actor. We agreed that we should try to improve these definitions.

5. B4.3.4.2, definition of Correlated Notifications: If possible, try to clarify what “the subject Notification” means. Proposal: “Notifications in this set are correlated to the notification in which this attribute appears”. Further, “parameter” in last sentence of definition of Correlated Notifications should be called “attribute” according to our latest definition of parameter/attribute. This applies to all “event information” parameters/attributes.

6. B2.1, the text ““Actor” depicts a process…” – change “process” to something more generic, e.g. “entity”. 
7. B2.1 second paragraph: Change the sentence “System can be one Network Element (NE) (see Figure 1) or it can be one NE Manager (EM) with one or more NEs (see Figure 2)” to:

 “System can be an NE or a part of it (System Context A, see Figure 1), or it can be an EM managing one or more NEs (System Context B, see Figure 2)”.

8. B2.1: List below fig.2, 3rd bullet, states that “Actor can specify the categories of notifications it wants to receive using subscribe() operation”. Here the subscribe() operation is used without having been defined before. If possible, try to describe this bullet without use of subscribe(). Prel. proposal: “Actor can specify the categories of notifications it wants to receive during a subscription”. 

Second sentence in the same bullet has the same “problem”. This lead us to the conclusion that the whole bullet list can be removed, as it is a repetition of the requirements that should be defined in 32.106 main body. The same goes for last paragraph of B2.1 – should be removed as it’s a repetition from the Scope.

This concludes the comments from this document. These comments will be considered in the next update of the Notification IRP IS.

6.8 Tdoc S5c00008 (Contribution on “Interface and Class diagrams”) (Siemens)

This was discussed in a combined CM/FM meeting, as there were common interests by both groups in this contribution.

Gaetano first presented this document, together with S5f00007 as they are related.

Comments/discussion:

Geoff Caryer asked if Gaetano had looked at the new M.3020 and the way they have described the interfaces there. Reply: Yes, he had looked at it.but used a somewhat different terminology.

Question by Thomas Tovinger: Do we really need to do this in release 99 for technical reasons – can’t we do it in release 2000? If it shall affect release 99 this late, it has to be a very important change.

Comment by Edwin Tse: This has to do with  the style of describing the interfaces. It should not affect the “bits transferred over the interface”. Now we have three different styles defined: Current IRP style, the ITU-T style and the Siemens proposed style. 

Reply by Gaetano: “Yes, it is mainly a question of description style, so it should not affect the “bits transferred over the interface”. But the style proposed by Siemens is the one proposed right now, so why can’t we use it to begin with, if it means an improvement of the interface description?”.

After a longer discussion, the conclusion was:

· The first part of the proposal is accepted in the way that a new interface, named IRPNotifications, is introduced in the Notification IRP IS document (fig. 4), however using the current notation (in the same way as is done in the Alarm IRP IS). A new section describing the interface in a generic way will also be introduced.

· The second part, proposing new notification object classes, although some people thought it could be helpful to improve the interface description, was not seen as necessary for release 99. Thus, due to the time constraint of release 99 we agreed to postpone these discussions to release 2000.

· The third part – proposal to define “all the common and only the common attributes” for all notifications, in the Notification IRP IS document, was accepted after a long discussion. This implies to move the definition of the 6 attributes NotificationId, SystemDN, ManagedObjectClass, ManagedObjectInstance, EventTime, EventType to the Notification IRP IS. Finally, we also agreed moving the correlatedNotification attribute to the Alarm IRP IS document.

6.9 Tdoc S5f00007 

Discussion and conclusion: See section 6.8 above.

6.10 Tdoc S5-000190 (Introduction of a new operation in Notification IRP) (Siemens)
Not discussed in this meeting due to the absence of the author. 

6.11 S5c000004 (Additional comments on System context for Notification)

Not discussed in this meeting due to the absence of the author. 

6.12 S5c000004 (Comments on Clause B3 (Modelling Approach))

Not discussed in this meeting due to the absence of the author. 

7 Next steps and planning of ad-hoc meetings (if necessary)

The CM group has identified the need for an ad-hoc meeting in May, and requests that SA5 approves holding an ad-hoc meeting for the Configuration Management RG in the week of 8th May. The objective of this meeting will be:

1. Quick review and provisional approval of the post-meeting documents created according to chapter 3.3 above.

2. Review of the Basic CM IRP proposal (Tdoc S5c000194).

3. If available, review of the CMIP SS for Notification IRP.

4. In case of time: Review of any other input documents.

8 Any other business

-

Appendix A:

Update instructions for ‘Name Convention for Managed Objects’

Part 1: General comments

See section 6.3 above.

Part 2: Detailed update instructions
Agreed changes to MO Name Convention D


Edwin Tse

2000-04-10
1. Figure 1.  There are 2 rows of namespaces.  Delete the middle namespace of the second row.

2. Agreed to make explicit that UTF-8 encoding is used and not ASCII.

3. Add text to scope to indicate “X.500 is the base rule to name MO.  Representation of MO in different protocol environments can be different.  Encoding of MO name in CMIP environment is specified by ITU‑T.  This document does not define another one.  IRP compliant systems in CMIP environment shall use the ITU-T specified encoding.  There is no international standard for encoding of MO name in CORBA environment.  This document specifies a string representation of X.500 MO for use in IRP CORBA environment.”
Appendix B: 

Update instructions for ‘Notification IRP Information Service’

Part 1: From discussion about previous report 

UML: Questioned and discussed again “how and why we shall use UML”, and which version has been used. Ericsson will provide the information about the version used in the next update of IRP IS documents.

Part 2: From discussion about Tdoc S5c00013 (Comments to the updated Notification IRP) (Siemens):

We checked the remaining comments in this doc. that were not treated in the Montreal ad-hoc, against the latest update of Notification IRP (Tdoc S5-000193).

Note: When it is stated below that “it was proposed to…”, “try to clarify…” etc., it is a recommendation from the group to the editor, which is up to the editor to propose a suitable text for. If it is not possible to come up with a suitable text, the editor may leave the text in the current state (then this should be reported e.g. on the cover page).

1. B1.1: In 1st sentence, change “systems and applications” to “systems and actors”.

2. B1.2: Change “is one member of this category” to “is one of these categories”.

3. B1.2 Clarify “an Actor (typically a network management system) can subscribe to System (typically a NE manager (EM) or a NE)”. It was proposed to write “…network management application” instead of “network management system”.

4. B1.3. If possible, try to avoid use of “circular definitions” of Actor/System. In particular, try to define System without using the term Actor. We agreed that we should try to improve these definitions.

5. B4.3.4.2, definition of Correlated Notifications: If possible, try to clarify what “the subject Notification” means. Proposal: “Notifications in this set are correlated to the notification in which this attribute appears”. Further, “parameter” in last sentence of definition of Correlated Notifications should be called “attribute” according to our latest definition of parameter/attribute. This applies to all “event information” parameters/attributes.

6. B2.1, the text ““Actor” depicts a process…” – change “process” to something more generic, e.g. “entity”. 
7. B2.1 second paragraph: Change the sentence “System can be one Network Element (NE) (see Figure 1) or it can be one NE Manager (EM) with one or more NEs (see Figure 2)” to:

 “System can be an NE or a part of it (System Context A, see Figure 1), or it can be an EM managing one or more NEs (System Context B, see Figure 2)”.

8. B2.1: List below fig.2, 3rd bullet, states that “Actor can specify the categories of notifications it wants to receive using subscribe() operation”. Here the subscribe() operation is used without having been defined before. If possible, try to describe this bullet without use of subscribe(). Prel. proposal: “Actor can specify the categories of notifications it wants to receive during a subscription”. 

Second sentence in the same bullet has the same “problem”. This lead us to the conclusion that the whole bullet list can be removed, as it is a repetition of the requirements that should be defined in 32.106 main body. The same goes for last paragraph of B2.1 – should be removed as it’s a repetition from the Scope.

Part 3: From other meeting discussions
CM RG session, Paris, France, 10-14 April 2000

Agreed changes to Notification IRP: Information Service revision D


Edwin Tse

2000-04-10
1. B2.1 last bullet. Replace it with “Actor can query the categories of notification supported by System.  This implementation is solution set dependent.”

2. B2.2 Delete this subclause.

3. Add stereotype interface box labeled “IRPNotification” in diagram.  Actor implements it and System uses it.  Add some text for this addition.

4. Ensure that Notification IRP: IS will define attributes NotificationId, SystemDN, ManagedObjectClass, ManagedObjectInstance, EventTime, EventType.  Ensure that Alarm IRP: IS does not define them.

5. Ensure that attribute correlatedNotifications is defined in Alarm IRP: IS and not in Notification IRP: IS.

Appendix C:

Update instructions for ‘Notification IRP Corba Solution Set’

Part 1: General summary

See section 6.6 above.

Part 2: Detailed update instructions

Paris agreed instructions to update Notification IRP: CORBA solution set

Edwin Tse

2000-04-11

Reference [1]: S5-000191, Comments to Corba Solution Set to Notification IRP by Siemens.

1. Accept [1]’s first comment on section 1.1

2. Accept [1]’s comment on 2.1.  Will give example of XXX.

3. Accept [1]’s 2.1.1 comment.

4. Table to map IS parameters to CORBA SS parameters will be added later when technical agreement of CORBA SS is reached.  This work is considered editorial in nature to ensure the mapping leads back to IS UML diagram.

5. Rephrase the paragraph above table 2.  

6. Make reference to T1M1.5 work.  [Editor note: This space is left NULL for the moment.  We may use it to hold eventType for alignment with work by T1M1 draft.]
7. Legal values for domain_name and event_name to be listed in this document.

8. Accept [1]’s comments on 2.3.1.

9. 2.3.1 delete “These attributes are mandatory.
” and  “ Whether they are mandatory or not are also specified in those IRPs.
 “.

10. Add statements to clarify conditions under which “attributes” and “parameters” shall be used.

11. Accept [1]’s 3.1 comment.

12. 3.1 Clarify the XXX in this “If Actor invokes multiple attach_XXX()
 using the same Actor’s IOR and notificationCategoryType”
13. Replace “notificationCategoryType” with “notificationCategory”.
14. 3.3 Add “authorization and authentication mechanism” 
15. Replace this “/* ## Module: ConstDefs:  CORBA Solution Set version 1.1
” with “.. 1:1..”.
16. Provide UML diagram that generates the IDL statement.
17. Make IDL comments for each IDL module.
18. Sequence of parameter must correspond to that in IS.
19. Add sentence to 2.3.1 to say that filterable_body contains common attributes defined in Notification IS and specific attributes defined in other IS.
---- Group decision: No need to check the above and editor can go on to modify the SS ----












































































































































































































�PAGE \# "'Seite: '#'�'"  �� delete this sentence


�PAGE \# "'Seite: '#'�'"  ��delete this sentence


�PAGE \# "'Seite: '#'�'"  �� Does this apply for for any mixture of all three different attach_ operations too? Describe it explicitly please!


�PAGE \# "'Seite: '#'�'"  �� should be compliant with the main text of this document. Use either “1:1” or “1.1”. The last one seems better.
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