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1 Welcome and registration of participants

The following people participated fully or partly in this CM session:

Attendee Name
Company
Telephone/Fax
E-mail address

Habib Nouira
Alcatel
33 130 775 109


habib.nouira@alcatel.fr 

John Wilber
AT&T
1 480 473 1150
wilberj@mciworld.com 

Edwin Tse
Ericsson
1 514  823  6301
edwin.tse@lmc.ericsson.se 

Robert Petersen
Ericsson
46 13 284601
robert.petersen@era.ericsson.se 

Thomas Tovinger
Ericsson (Rapporteur)
46 31747 3010

46 31747 3083
thomas.tovinger@ericsson.com 

Randall Scheer
Lucent Technologies
1 614 860 4530
rjscheer@lucent.com 

Trevor Pirt
Motorola
353 214 511218
trevor.pirt@motorola.com 

Juhana Häkkinen
Nokia
358 3257 7911
juhana.jakkinen@nokia.com 

Frédéric Bonneau
Nortel Networks
33 1 39 445898
bonneau@nortelnetworks.com 

David Sidor
Nortel Networks
1 919 992 3628

1 919 992 7892
djsidor@nortelnetworks.com 

Yutaka Takeuchi
NTT DoCoMo
81 468 40 3261

81 468 40 3765
takeuchi@tss.yh.nec.co.jp 

Di Zhou
Siemens AG 
43 5 707 43583
di.zhou@siemens.at 

Gaetano Cicchitto
Siemens ICN SpA 
39 02 4388 6338

39 02 4388 6550
gaetano.cicchitto@icn.siemens.it 

Tapinder Pal
T-Mobil
49 228 936 3349
tapinder.pal@t-mobil.de 

Giorgio Ghinamo
Telecom Italia  SpA
39 011 228 7460
giorgio.ghinamo@cselt.it 

Albert H. Yuhan
VoiceStream Wireless
1 973 290 2665

1 973 290 2575
albert.yuhan@voicestream.com 

For FM delegates at the joint FM/CM session, please refer to the FM report #17.

2 Approval of the agenda

A revised agenda in Tdoc S5C010023 was approved.

3 Registration of documents

3.1 Input documents
Listed here are documents input to, and created at, this meeting.

2001 Document List

Tdoc
Title
Related spec.
Source
Release
Status


Carry-over from 2000 document list





S5A000046
TR01 V0.0.2 Management level procedures and interactions with UTRAN
32.800
Mannesmann (Martijn HIJDRA)
R4/R5


S5C000033
Comments on Updates of Notification IRP (Proposal for Additional Notification IRP parameters)
32.106-3
Nortel (Jean Sorbier)
R4/R5
Replaces S5C000031 



S5C000078
Contribution to 32.106-5 Basic CM IRP IS
32.106-5
Siemens (Di ZHOU)
R4/R5
Partly agreed. Most parts moved to R4/R5 work.

S5C000096
CR proposal: “Corrections to TS 32.106-2: Notification IRP : Information Service (Event type)”
32.106-2
Lucent Technologies (Patrick JURÉ)
R4/R5


S5C000097
CR proposal: “Corrections to TS 32.106-2: Notification IRP : Information Service (Extended event type)”
32.106-2
Lucent Technologies (Patrick JURÉ)
R4/R5


S5C000112
Basic CM IRP: Clarification on containment of 3GSubNetwork
32.106-5
Siemens (Gaetano CICCHITTO)
R4/R5
Discussed

S5C000116
Update TS 32.106-3 Due To The Recommended Removal Of Extended Event Types From TS 32.106-2 and TS 32.111-2.
32.106-3
Lucent Technologies (Randall J. SCHEER)
R4/R5


S5C000117
Update TS 32.106-5 Due To The Recommended Removal Of Extended Event Types From TS 32.106-2 and TS 32.111-2
32.106-2
Lucent Technologies (Randall J. SCHEER)
R4/R5


S5C000118
Update TS 32.106-6 Due To The Recommended Removal Of Extended Event Types From TS 32.106-2 and TS 32.111-2
32.106-2
Lucent Technologies (Randall J. SCHEER)
R4/R5


S5C000138
Inclusion of outstanding Rel.99 Work Items into Release 4
32.106
T-Mobil (Tapinder PAL)
R4/R5
Replaces S5C000056.



S5C000182
Bulk CM Data Upload and Download over Itf-N
32.106
T-Mobil (Tapinder PAL)
R4/R5
Replaces S5C000083

S5C000183
Requirements for Inventory Management over Itf-N
32.106
T-Mobil (Tapinder PAL)
R4/R5


S5C000184
Proposal for IRPAgent MOC in Basic CM IRP NRM
32.106-5
Ericsson (Edwin TSE)
R4/R5
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S5C010001
Use Stringified IOR Instead Of Type Object - R99 - replaces C166
32.106-3
Lucent Technologies (Randall J. SCHEER)
R99
Replaces S5C000166

S5C010002
Fix IDL Compile Error In NotificationIRPSystem - R99
32.106-3
Lucent Technologies (Randall J. SCHEER)
R99


S5C010003
Mismatched Subscription Id Types - R4
32.106-3
Lucent Technologies (Randall J. SCHEER)
R4/R5
Replaced by S5C010034

S5C010004
Mismatched Notification Id Type In Table - R4
32.106-3
Lucent Technologies (Randall J. SCHEER)
R4/R5
Replaced by S5C010030

S5C010005
Missing NV Constant String For Notify Alarm List Rebuilt reason Attribute - R99
32.106-3
Lucent Technologies (Randall J. SCHEER)
R99


S5C010006
CosNotifyComm.idl Not Used In NotificationIRPSystem - R4
32.106-3
Lucent Technologies (Randall J. SCHEER)
R4/R5
Replaced by S5C010035

S5C010007
TimeBase.idl Not Used In Module NotificationDefs - R4
32.106-6
Lucent Technologies (Randall J. SCHEER)
R4/R5
Replaced by S5C010036

S5C010008
Double Modules In IDL - R99
32.106-6
Lucent Technologies (Randall J. SCHEER)
R99
Replaced by S5C010028

S5C010009
Update get_basicCm_IRP_version To Be Consistent With Alarm IRP And Notification IRP - R99
32.106-6
Lucent Technologies (Randall J. SCHEER)
R99


S5C010010
Mismatched irpVersion Types - R99
32.106-6
Lucent Technologies (Randall J. SCHEER)
R99


S5C010011
Update Structured Event Table To Be Consistent With Alarm IRP - R99
32.106-6
Lucent Technologies (Randall J. SCHEER)
R99
Replaced by S5C010029



S5C010012
Update Basic CM IRP Iterator To Be Consistent With Alarm IRP Iterator - R99
32.106-6
Lucent Technologies (Randall J. SCHEER)
R99


S5C010013
Feasibility Study For 3GPP SA5 Implementing T1M1.5

/ ITU-T CORBA Framework - R5
32.106-3

32.106-6
Lucent Technologies (Randall J. SCHEER)
R5
Presented (*)

S5C010014
Agenda for CM session #17
-
CM Rapporteur (Thomas TOVINGER)
-
Replaced by S5C010023

S5C010015
Report of CM session #17
-
CM Rapporteur (Thomas TOVINGER)
-


S5C010016
Editorial corrections of 32.106-5 V3.0.0 (creating V3.0.1)
32.106-5
CM Rapporteur (Thomas TOVINGER)
R99
Replaced by S5C010033

S5C010017
CR proposal for 32.106-5: UMTS Network Resource Model alignment with TSG RAN specifications
32.106-5
Ericsson (Robert PETERSEN)
R99


S5C010018
CR proposal for 32.106-5 R99: Correction of supported UMTS Managed Element types/functions
32.106-5
Ericsson (Thomas TOVINGER)
R99


S5C010019
OMG Notification Service Quality Of Service Parameters – CR for 32.106-2 (Revised)
32.106-2
Lucent Technologies (Randall J. SCHEER)
R99
Replaces S5C000172

Agreed in meeting #15bis

S5C010020
OMG Notification Service Quality Of Service Parameters – CR for 32.106-3 (revised)
32.106-3
Lucent Technologies (Randall J. SCHEER)
R99
Replaces S5C000173

Agreed in meeting #15bis

S5C010021
CR proposal for 32.106-2: Remove reference to relationshipChange notification
32.106-2
Lucent Technologies (Randall J. SCHEER)
R99
Replaces S5C000177

Agreed in meeting #15bis

S5C010022
Draft v1 of 32.106-2 R4 (same as S5F010006)
32.106-2
Lucent Technologies (Patrick JURÉ)
R4
Same as S5F010006

S5C010023
Agenda for CM session #17 (revised)
-
CM Rapporteur (Thomas TOVINGER)
-
Replaces S5C010014

S5C010024
CR proposal for 32.106-5: Correction of notifyObjectDeletion behaviour description
32.106-5
CM Rapporteur (Thomas TOVINGER)
R99
Discussed (*)

S5C010025
Introduce Log Management IRP (for information)
32.111
Motorola (Michael TRUSS)
R5
Presented (*)

Same as S5F010007

S5C010026
Draft proposal for a Log Managment IRP Information Service (for information)
32.111
Motorola (Michael TRUSS)
R5
Presented  (*)

Same as S5F010008

S5C010027
Draft proposal for a Log Managment IRP CORBA Solution Set (for information)
32.111
Motorola (Michael TRUSS)
R5
Presented (*)

Same as S5F010009

S5C010028
Double Modules In IDL - R99 (revised)
32.106-6
Lucent Technologies (Randall J. SCHEER)
R99
Replaces S5C010008

S5C010029
Update Structured Event Table To Be Consistent With Alarm IRP - R99 (revised)
32.106-6
Lucent Technologies (Randall J. SCHEER)
R99
Replaces S5C010011

S5C010030
Mismatched Notification Id Type In Table – revised for R99
32.106-3
Lucent Technologies (Randall J. SCHEER)
R99
Replaces S5C010004 

S5C010031
Use Stringified IOR Instead Of Type Object - R99 - replaces C166
32.106-3
Lucent Technologies (Randall J. SCHEER)
R99
Replaces first part of S5C010001 

S5C010032
Add attach_push suspension and resumption methods
32.106-3
Lucent Technologies (Randall J. SCHEER)
R99
Replaces 2nd part of S5C010001 (*)

S5C010033
Editorial corrections of 32.106-5 V3.0.0 (creating V3.0.1)
32.106-5
CM Rapporteur (Thomas TOVINGER)
R99
Replaces S5C010016

S5C010034
Mismatched Subscription Id Types (revised)
32.106-3
Lucent Technologies (Randall J. SCHEER)
R99
Replaces S5C010003

S5C010035
CosNotifyComm.idl Not Used In NotificationIRPSystem (revised)
32.106-3
Lucent Technologies (Randall J. SCHEER)
R99
Replaces S5C010006

S5C010036
TimeBase.idl Not Used In Module NotificationDefs (revised)
32.106-6
Lucent Technologies (Randall J. SCHEER)
R99
Replaces S5C010007

S5C010037
Executive Report of CM session #17
-
CM Rapporteur (Thomas TOVINGER)
-


(*) Needs more review
4 Approval of the report of last meeting

Approved.

5 Action items

5.1 Action items from previous meetings

Item
Description
Release
Owner
Status after meeting #17
Target date

15b.2
Write a contribution which describes the scenarios for start-up and discovery of a Network Manager.
R99
Randall Scheer/ Edwin Tse
Open
?

15b.3
Finalise the CR in Tdoc S5C000166 (“Use stringified IOR instead of type Object”).
R99
Randall Scheer/ Edwin Tse
Closed

- superseded by S5C010001
Meeting #17

15b.4
Revise the CR in Tdoc S5C000098 (“Corrections to TS 32.106-2/Notification category”)  if still found necessary.
R99
Thomas Tovinger/

Patrick Juré
Closed

- superseded by S5C010022
Meeting #17

5.2 New action items

Item
Description
Release
Owner
Status after meeting #17
Target date

17.1
Review S5C010017 and rediscuss at meeting #18. See questions to consider in report #17 section 7.13.
R99
All
Open
Meeting #18

17.2
Complete the CR in S5C010018 for 32.106-5
R99
Thomas
Open
Meeting #18

17.3
Create corresponding CR to S5C010018 for 32.106-6
R99
Thomas
Open
Meeting #18

17.4
Create corresponding CR to S5C010018 for 32.106-7
R99
Di
Open
Meeting #18

17.5
Review S5C010024 and rediscuss at meeting #18. See questions to consider in report #17 section 7.15.
R99
All
Open
Meeting #18

17.6
Discuss description of cardinalities in Part 5 – 0..* or 1..* (shall temporary/transient conditions be included in the diagrams or not?)
R99
All
Open
Meeting #18

6 Editorial corrections of 32.106-5 V3.0.0 (S5C010016/ S5C010033)

We performed a walkthrough of the changes in this document. The only comment made was this:

Check the LDAP definition, that it’s correct. Result: Remove the hyphen, i.e. the definition shall be     “Lightweight Directory Access Protocol”. 

The editorial update was approved with the LDAP correction above. A new version is found in Tdoc S5C010033.

7 Release 99 CRs 

7.1 S5C000172/S5C010019 – was agreed at meeting #15bis but missed in the CR handling in Tokyo

Approved. Will be put forward to the SA5 plenary for approval.

7.2 S5C000173/S5C010020 – was agreed at meeting #15bis but missed in the CR handling in Tokyo

Approved. Will be put forward to the SA5 plenary for approval.

7.3 S5C000177/ S5C010021 – was agreed at meeting #15bis but missed in the CR handling in Tokyo

Approved. Will be put forward to the SA5 plenary for approval.

7.4 S5C010001 (replaces S5C000166), S5C010031/32: CR for 32.106-3: “Use stringified IOR instead of type Object”

Firstly, we decided that we need to split this CR to two parts, for the different “fixes”. The first part fixes the error about manager reference, and the second part introduces the support for suspension and resumption in the attach_push method. 

The first part was placed in the new Tdoc S5C010031, which was approved.

The second part was placed in the new Tdoc S5C010032, which was further discussed as follows:

Comments on S5C010032:

It was debated if this is an essential correction or not. The suspension and resumption are defined in the IS and are supported in the attach_push_b and attach_pull methods, but not in the attach_push (which is recommended if stronger security is wanted). Thus it could be seen as an incomplete part of the standard. On the other hand, it has already been approved this way for R99, clearly described.

It was noted that it shall be an optional feature; it was a mistake in S5C010001 to define it as mandatory.

We decided to consider this further until next meeting, as there were concerns expressed that this could cause problems with Quality of Service for the attach_push method, and it could be seen as an additional feature in the CORBA SS.

7.5 S5C000098 (revised): CR for 32.106-2: “Corrections to TS 32.106-2: Notification IRP : Information Service (Notification category)”

Document withdrawn. Superseded by S5C010022.
7.6 S5C010002: Fix IDL Compile Error In NotificationIRPSystem

Approved.

7.7 S5C010005: Missing NV Constant String For Notify Alarm List Rebuilt reason Attribute

Approved.

7.8 S5C010008/ S5C010028: Double Modules In IDL

This CR proposal was presented by Randall and discussed. It was agreed that, if we finally approve this CR, the module names shall be changed to: BasicCmNotifDefs for Annex B, and BasicCmNrmDefs for Annex C, for consistent naming. An updated version of S5C010008 was provisionally agreed, and this is documented in S5C010028. This was approved.

In addition, final approval was possibly dependent on the conclusion for a new potential problem that was discovered in this discussion: If we are going to split the Basic CM IRP to several parts in Rel-4, it would cause a split also of the IDL files. In order to avoid problems with a lot of changed IDL definitions in Rel-4, it may be a good idea to do this already in R99. It may be difficult to impose such a change on the already approved R99. After some more investigations and considerations during the week, we agreed that we should not introduce such a split in R99, as we probably need to change the interface definitions in Rel-4 anyway.

7.9 S5C010009: Update get_basicCm_IRP_version To Be Consistent With Alarm IRP And Notification IRP

Approved.

7.10 S5C010010: Mismatched irpVersion Types

Approved.
7.11 S5C010011/ S5C010029: Update Structured Event Table To Be Consistent With Alarm IRP Randall presented the CR proposal, and it resulted in the following comments:

1. The module names need to be updated to reflect the agreed changes in Tdoc S5C010028. 

2. The CR in S5C010004 was identified to possibly be relevant for this CR as well, to correct the type definitions of notificationId (inconsistent use of long or UNSIGNED long). To correct the error identified in S5C010004 for R99, a new Tdoc was allocated - S5C010030 – which was reviewed later this week, in the joint FM/CM session (see below). There, S5C010030 was approved.

3. This CR (S5C010011) is replaced by S5C010029, with some editorial corrections given at the meeting.  This was approved.

7.12 S5C010012: Update Basic CM IRP Iterator To Be Consistent With Alarm IRP Iterator

Randall presented the proposal. This is mainly a change to make the Iterator solution consistent with the Iterator in the Alarm IRP.

Questions/comments:

1. “Does it change the behaviour of the Iterator”? Reply by Randall: No, except for the addded exceptions.

2. A general comment by Ericsson, which evereybody else agreed to, was that in December we did not really have time enough to sufficiently review this proposal and be sure that it was acceptable. But now when we have had more time to review it, it seems acceptable, and it has the benefit of aligning the Iterators in the Alarm IRP and Basic CM IRP as well as with the T1M1 and ITU-T Iterators. 

Thus, the CR proposal was approved by the CM group.

7.13 S5C010017: CR proposal for 32.106-5: UMTS Network Resource Model alignment with TSG RAN specifications

Robert Petersen (who has participated in the RAN3 group for a long time) first presented the proposal, which claims that the current information model (Utran part) in 32.106-5 is not consistent with the Utran architecture. This resulted in a detailed review and discussion of the RAN architecture (around the white board), the role/definition of the C-id value (which was new to many SA5 delegates), the process and message flow involved in the cell configuration/setup between the RNC and NodeB, the requirements of the naming of resources versus associations etc. 

Comments/questions:

1. It was requested that the referred RAN3 documents should be mentioned in the CR: 25.401, 25.430, 25.433. Agreed.

2. Ericsson noted that in case we in the future want to define a more detailed model of the NodeB, the local cell should have the association with UtranCell instead of today’s NodeBFunction-UtranCell association. This makes it difficult to extend the model without backwards compatibility problems, in case we don’t agree to the proposed change (or remove all associations with UtranCell, which is another option discussed). This seemed to be understood by all delegates. However, a Nortel delegate stated that such a change in the CR could not probably be reviewed and analysed well enough before the next meeting (which we agreed is a strongly preferred dead-line for all R99 CRs).

3. We must not forget that both the CORBA and CMIP solution sets must also be updated if we agree on a change in the NRM (part 5). 

4. Currently we saw four principal options for treatment of this CR:

a) We leave the model unchanged i.e. the CR is rejected. Then we may have problems in Rel-4 (likely) but we have to deal with those problems then. Meanwhile all companies that have doubts in the NodeBFunction-UtranCell association don’t have to implement it.

b) We accept the CR. 

c) We remove all associations to/from UtranCell in R99 and make a more thorough analysis and extend the Utran model in Rel-4 or Rel-5.

d) We accept a changed version of the CR, where the new MOC LocalCell is introduced, contained in NodeBFunction. The UtranCell-NodeBFunction association is then removed and replaced by an association UtranCell-LocalCell.

Conclusions: 

· Several delegates agreed that there may be a problem with the current model, but they also said they need more time to consider the option, check with their RAN3 colleagues, and rediscuss it and take a decision in the next meeting. Then the latest version of the SA2 document 23.002, and latest approved CRs for 23.002 that affect the architecture, should also be reviewed.

7.14 S5C010018: CR proposal for 32.106-5 R99: Correction of supported UMTS Managed Element types/functions 
It was agreed to update this CR for the next meeting, with all first-level entities of 23.002 R99 latest version. Thomas agreed to take this action item for the model and CORBA SS, and Di Zhou agreed to take the action item for the CMIP SS (AP 17.5-17.7).

7.15 S5C010024: CR proposal for 32.106-5: Correction of notifyObjectDeletion behaviour description

Thomas presented this CR proposal, and we identified three problems related to this CR:

1. Shall it be possible to delete a whole subtree and send only one delete notification for the top object, or shall it be mandatory to send delete notifications for all objects?

2. Shall the create/delete notifications be optional or mandatory? If optional, as is specified in the approved R99 version, what does that mean?

3. Shall the agent be responsible for clearing all associations to deleted objects? This may be difficult, as the manager cannot clear any associations itself…

We agreed to further consider this until the next meeting, as we need some more time to analyse the consequences.

7.16 S5C010004/S5C010030: Mismatched Notification Id Type In Table – revised for R99

The reason for this change is the inconsistency between different IRPs for this type definition. The suggested change in Notification IRP CORBA SS also makes it the same as in the T1M1/ITU-T CORBA framework. This CR (revised version of S5C010004) was approved in a joint FM/CM session.

7.17 S5C010003/ S5C010034: Mismatched Subscription Id Types – revised for R99
Approved, in updated version in S5C010034.

7.18 S5C010006/ S5C010035: CosNotifyComm.idl Not Used In NotificationIRPSystem  – revised for R99
Approved, in updated version in S5C010035.

7.19 S5C010007/ S5C010036: TimeBase.idl Not Used In Module NotificationDefs – revised for R99
Approved, in updated version in S5C010036.

8 Planning of R4 work

8.1 Discussion on how to create R4 versions

Moved to the next meeting due to lack of time.

8.2 Separation of R4/R5 input documents to R4 or R5 (see doc.list)

Moved to the next meeting due to lack of time.

8.3 Discussion on how to split Basic CM IRP IM (32.106-5)

Moved to the next meeting due to lack of time.

8.4 Anything else (e.g. corrections in 32.106-2/3/4 due to changes in 32.111)

Moved to the next meeting due to lack of time.

9 Release 4 input documents

9.1 S5C010022/S5F010006: Draft v1 of 32.106-2 R4 

This was presented in a joint FM/CM session. The revised Tdoc S5F0010017 also reflects the current state of this proposal, and there is a related comment paper from Ericsson in S5F0010016. For further details, see the FM report #17.

10 Release 5 input documents

10.1 S5C010013/S5F010005: Feasibility Study For 3GPP SA5 Implementing T1M1.5/ ITU-T CORBA Framework - R5

An overview and summary of this document was presented by Randall in a joint FM/CM session.

Comments and questions expressed:

· Question from Siemens: “Does this mandate changes in the IS/IM documents, although it is a framework on the solution set level? If that is the case it seems strange”. Reply from Randall: “It should have quite small effect on the IS/IM level. It may introduce tools/capabilities that support extensions of the IS/IM (e.g. Loggin and Active CM), but it should in most cases not impose changes on the existing IS/IM that we have developed in SA5.”

· Question from Ericsson: “Does this document propose a way to align the SA5 and T1M1 CORBA frameworks in a way that is consistent with the SA5 R99 framework”? Reply by Randall: Yes.

· Question from T-Mobil: “If we would adopt this proposed framework, would we then have to change our R99 definitions, i.e. will it be backwards compatible”? Reply by Randall: “It would mostly affect new items (extensions), but Yes, it would also affect/change some existing definitions, e.g. object creation/deletion notifications – the encoding and ordering of  parameters will be different.”

· Comment by Ericsson: “We must be aware of two issues: Firstly, the CORBA frameworks existing today (OMG itself, T1M1 etc.) in many cases dictate the internal implementation or behaviour of a system and we have to make sure to remove such features from the open interface definitions. Example: All the methods in the Notification service (NS), many of which are for internal implementation of NS tools. (Additional comment by Nortel: CORBA is initially a middleware and we need to add relevant telecom information models on top of that). Secondly, there has already been at least two big attempts in the telecom industry to translate TMN/Q3 models to CORBA (in TMF and JIDM), and we must be very careful not to make the same mistakes as they did – we must carefully select only parts from TMN that we really need. This is one of the main principles behind the current 3GPP IRP framework.”

· Comment by Ericsson: “It should be noted that the table 5-1 (which was made before the last ITU-T SG4 meeting) gives the impression that the 3GPP notification service and the ITU-T CORBA framework’s notification service are different, and that the 3GPP notification service is not compliant to ITU-T recommendations. However, in the last ITU-T SG4 meeting it was decided to include the 3GPP notification service as a complete valid option (normative reference to 32.106-3). It should also be noted that the whole document gives the impression that there are a lot of differences which would be difficult to align the two frameworks, but in fact it is feasible to do it and the differences are not that big.”

· Comment by Nortel: “Valuable information about the status of ITU-T CORBA framework is found in the LS in Tdoc S5-000097. Also, it could be noted that the 32.106-3, referenced by ITU-T, defines a basis for the notification service (mainly the subscription service), but does not contain the actual 3GPP notification definitions (such as alarm notifications and create/delete notifications). We may have to consider this further.”

· Questions by Nortel: 1) Can Randall update the feasibility study document to reflect the latest decisions in ITU-T? 2) Please clarify what is the proposal on how we should proceed.

10.2 S5C010025-27/ S5F010007-09: Three proposals to introduce Log Management IRP (for information)

This was presented and discussed in a joint FM/CM session. For further meeting notes, see the FM report #17.

11 Planning of future meetings

An ad-hoc meeting is prel. planned for the  28-30 March, combined with the SA5 meeting #19 in USA.

12 Action requested by SA5

· Approve 32.106-5 V3.0.1 (editorial corrections of V3.0.0 in S5C010033)

· Approve the following R99 CRs agreed by the CM session #17: 

S5C000172/S5C010019 – was agreed at meeting #15bis but missed in the CR handling in Tokyo

S5C000173/S5C010020 – was agreed at meeting #15bis but missed in the CR handling in Tokyo

S5C000177/ S5C010021 – was agreed at meeting #15bis but missed in the CR handling in Tokyo

S5C010002: Fix IDL Compile Error In NotificationIRPSystem

S5C010005: Missing NV Constant String For Notify Alarm List Rebuilt reason Attribute

S5C010009: Update get_basicCm_IRP_version To Be Consistent With Alarm IRP And Notification IRP

S5C010010: Mismatched irpVersion Types

S5C010012: Update Basic CM IRP Iterator To Be Consistent With Alarm IRP Iterator

S5C010028: Double Modules In IDL

S5C010029: Update Structured Event Table To Be Consistent With Alarm IRP

S5C010030: Mismatched Notification Id Type In Table – revised for R99

S5C010031: Use stringified IOR instead of type Object

S5C010034: Mismatched Subscription Id Types – revised for R99
S5C010035: CosNotifyComm.idl Not Used In NotificationIRPSystem  
S5C010036: TimeBase.idl Not Used In Module NotificationDefs
13 Any other business

13.1 Question about the cardinalities in the NRM

We briefly discussed the description of cardinalities in Part 5 – 0..* or 1..* (shall temporary/transient conditions be included in the diagrams or not?) – See Action item 17.6. We need to come back to this issue later.

13.2 Liaison statement to T1M1

We were asked by the opening plenary to contribute to a joint FM/PM/CM Liaison statement to T1M1 as a reply to their LS (in S5-000080) to SA5 about the CORBA framework. A draft proposal from Randall was used as a basis, and together with input from the FM and PM Rapporteurs, a final version was created and agreed in a joint FM/PM/CM session. This was put forward to the closing plenary for approval.
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