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1
3GPP Work Plan status

Percentage of completion: 85% depending on the contribution that will be agreed. (previously 80%)
Estimated completion date: SA#84-Jun 2019 (changed from SA#83- Mar 2019)
Other information (WID update, Rapporteur change, etc):
2
Technical Progress status 

Summary of progress: As input to the meeting there were 8 contributions of which 2 were discussion papers. Further discussion is needed to resolve the question on which rules/styleguidelines are needed for stage 2 to stage 3 mapping to Yang, XML and JSON. It was agreed that a smaller group would work on this during the week.
Outstanding issues: None.
3
Minutes

The RG session was held on 2019-02-26.
	Tdoc
	Title/Discussion/Conclusion
	Source

	S5-192162
	Discussion paper on READ and WRITE controls on multiple MnS consumers

DT: diagram 4.8.1 are these roles defined? Yes, it is in 28.530
Nokia: like the idea, what we deine herw is what is possible for the system. We define system capabilities but Who may access this? If capabilities are restricted for some roles how we manage.

Intel: clause 4 number 1: Use NOP role, do we need such statement in our template? We show the maximum capability, but we do not show for user

DT: we should generalize more. 

Ericsson: agree with others. Don’t agree with Yzi, these are qualifiers not specify what the maximu the consumer can do. Here there are 2 issues, backward compatibility and consumer and producer capability

Orange: Attributes should be accessible on amanged services.

Intel: I don’t see any proble with showing the capability

Nokia: If we have a mandatory read and a mandatory write and suddenly restrict read or write for a users… the system has read and write and a user can have read or both capability
Ericsson: you can restrict further but also expand further. 

Conclusion: Noted
	Huawei

	S5-192163
	Resolution of the editor's note in W4.3.a.2

This is the implementation of the discussion paper 192162.
Nokia: Confused by language.you talk about a new consumer and a new property that does not exist, if you have writebale as false, does the MnS reove the restriction and expand, expansion is not possible. You have to be clear if you are talking about subsets

DT: same as Anatoly. Can you extend attribute as you want? 

Ericsson: 8 property per attribute, be careful when you have a notion, 

Conclusion: Noted
	Huawei

	S5-192186
	YANG solution style guide

Nokia: What is the agreement on this? We need to have a basic understanding of the rules and document in a nice way. There should be a principal document

Orange: do you have time to prepare the document this week

Ericsson, Nokia, will participate in this work

Conclusion: Noted
	Ericsson Inc.

	S5-192227
	Some thoughts on XML, JSON and YANG style guides

This is just for information. showing tutorial,
Conclusion: Noted
	Nokia Germany

	S5-192240
	Discussion on Stage 2 to stage 3 mapping

No comments
Nokia: Agree with the proposal and there should be concrete pCR

Ericsson: this is a discussion paper and pcR comes after

Conclusion: Noted
	Ericsson España S.A.

	S5-192236
	pCR 32.160 Stage 2 to stage 3 mapping

Nokia: I don’t see the need for re-shufling everythins again.
Nokia: The guideline for what is in the document and what to put in Annex is missing. Should we make some agreement what to put wher.

Huawei: how we capture stage 3, is it embedded in the document?
Conclusion: Noted
	Ericsson España S.A.

	S5-192258
	pCR 32.160 Align template for datatype with 28.541

Nokia Data type notification is strange to me. Look at sub-clause W4.3.a this is not a class name
Ericsson: it is only in UML that you see Sterotype. The whole w4.3 is about Classes qualified by sterotype.
Nokia: Example makes sense, but the text is strange, if you did not add an example not possible to understand what you mean. Put << >> around sterotype.

Huawei: changes contradict with yesterday data type CRs.  Second comment for editor’s notes Check and align with your discussion paper. Rationale, what do you mean by earlier? Previous release? Clarification is needed.

Ericsson: where is the contradiction?

Huawei: Page 5 w.4

Ericsson: W4.3.a, the text starts with information… is wrong. 

Huawei: We need to evaluate impact on all other NRM specifications.

Conclusion: Revised to 342
	Ericsson España S.A.

	S5-192239
	Presentation of Specification to TSG TS 32.160

Ericsson: Not needed for this meeting, we need one more meeting. We can present the results to SA in June
Conclusion: Withdrawn
	Ericsson España S.A.


4
Action items

None.
