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1 Introduction and Executive Summary

1.1 Session data
The RG WT03 session was held on 20th May 2003 during Q1.

The following Tdocs were input to this session:
	Type
	Input Tdoc#

-> Output Tdoc#

(if changed)
	TS(s)
	Rel
	Title
	Source
	Replaces
	Input Status
	Reviewed
	Output Status

	Report
	S5‑036413
	-
	-
	Report of SA5#34 WT03 session
	Convenor: CMCC 
	-
	New
	Yes
	RG Approved

	Discussion paper
	S5-036454

	32.xxx
	R6
	Use of OMG CORBA Naming Service to implement EP IRP
	Ericsson
	-
	Resubmitted
	Yes
	Presented. To be resubmitted.

	Discussion paper
	S5-036557
	32.xxx
	R6
	Entry Point Requirtements
	CMCC/BUPT
	-
	Update from last meeting
	Yes
	Update version to be resubmitted next meeting

	Discussion paper
	S5-036558
	32.xxx
	R6
	Entry Point IRP IS - Clean
	CMCC/BUPT
	-
	Updated from last meeting
	Yes
	Update version to be resubmitted next meeting

	Discussion paper
	S5-036559
	32.xxx
	R6
	Entry Point IRP IS + Revisions
	CMCC/BUPT
	-
	Updated from last meeting
	Yes
	Update version to be resubmitted next meeting


1.2 Executive summary

1.2.1 Achievements of this meeting

Agreement reached on need to add a new Notification to notify IRPManager of changes to IRP registration information at both Requirements and IS level. General agreement reached on the information. Actions assigned to resolve outstanding issues.

1.2.2 Total achievements and progress of this WT in this release (Rel-06)
· Achievements:


Agreement reached on need to add a new Notification to notify IRPManager of changes to IRP registration information at both Requirements and IS level.
· Percentage of completion:
35%

· Problems:


none

1.2.3 Action requested by (and information to be forwarded to) SWG-C / SA5 

1. The RG requests SWG-C/ SA5 to approve the following documents (and forward the CRs to the TSG SA plenary): None. 

2. For information to SWG-C and/or SA5 and/or SA: None. 

3. Documents requested to be withdrawn: None.

4. Any other action requested by SWG-C/ SA5: None.

2 Approval of the last meeting report

The S5-036413r1 WT03 RG report from the last meeting was approved.

3 Action items

	Item
	Description
	Release
	Owner
	Status after meeting #34
	WT RG respon-sible
	Target date

	#34.1
	Update Entry Point requirements to remove alternative 1 to just leave alternative 2 for method of change notification
	Rel-6
	CMCC/BUPT (Rui Lanlan)
	Open
	WT03
	Meeting #34bis

	#34.2
	Clarify potential issues and/or proposed change to two bullet points in clause 4 of S5-036557.
	Rel-6
	Ericsson (Edwin)
	Open
	WT03
	Meeting #34bis

	#34.3
	To clarify provide proposed definition of “Resource recycling” including Use Case(s) in IS.
	Rel-6
	Ericsson (Edwin)
	Open 
	WT03
	Meeting #34bis


4 Review of input documents 

4.1 Tdoc S5-036557 Entry Point Requirements

On behalf of CMCC/BUPT Trevor (Motorola) presented CMCC/BUPT’s latest Entry Point Requirements contribution.

In clauses 4 and 5.1.3, two new alternatives for indicating how EP reference changes shall be made toe the IRPManager. These were discussed. CMCC/BUPT, Ericsson, Motorola and Nortel Networks indicated they preferred and supported Alternative 2 i.e. a notification shall be generated to indicate the change. Siemens were natural. It was therefore agreed just alternative 2 should be specified. The contribution will be updated and resubmitted to the next meeting to reflect this conclusion, action 34.1.

Edwin (Ericsson) raised a potential issue with two bullet points in clause 4. He thinks the text should probably now be changed, but due to time constraints and nature of the issue he will took an action to propose change. This should be addressed at the next meeting.

In general the rest of the final 4 new paragraphs at the end of clause 4 were accepted, but it was suggested some further clarification would help, but due to time restrictions this should be discussed further after the review. It was suggested specific examples being added would also help the reader e.g. for Basic CM IRP and Alarm IRP in relation to EP. (Convenor’s post meeting suggestion: maybe add example figures in new Informative Annex)

In general the latest proposal was approved subject to the points raised above being addressed. 

4.2 Tdoc S5-036558 & S5036559 Entry IS

On behalf of CMCC/BUPT Trevor (Motorola) presented CMCC/BUPT’s latest Entry Point IS. This was an updated IS version from the last meeting address comments and the new requirements (alternative 2) proposed S5-036557. 

In general the all proposed changes were accepted. (Editorial comment: clause 6.4 “operation” should be “notification”).

Following completion of discussion of the changes, discussion then moved to addressed other issues raised by delegates following further study since the last meeting.

“Resource recycling” was raised as an issue by several, regarding is it necessary and what is expected. This relates to the releaseIRPReference and getIRPreference operations and associated the expected behaviour. Motorola (Trevor) questioned the need for releaseIRPReference. The need for the opartion and behaviour is seen as probably dependent on whether an IRPAgent allocates resources dynamically or statically. It was agreed clarification and further study is required is required. The consensus at this point was even though releaseIRPReference may not be necessary for some IRPAgents, the operation should still be mandated to simplify the IRPManager – IRPAgent interaction i.e. IRPManager behaviour is not dependent on type of IRPAgent. If not required by an IRPAgent, the IRPAgent should simply takes no action i.e. ignore. (Note: what the IRPAgent actually does according to current scope of requirements (Editorial note: Step 1 / Phase 1 Requirements. May change for Step 2 / Phase 2, but this is subject to later study).

Ericsson (Edwin) proposed working with others to work on a proposed definition including Use Case(s) for the next meeting (action #34.3).

Conclusion: Latest proposal accepted, subject to items discussed above needing further study.
4.3 Input documents not discussed 

<List the Tdocs not discussed, the reasons (e.g. lack of time), and if they should be resubmitted to the next meeting>
5 Joint session(s) held with other RGs (if necessary)

None

6 Any other business

None.

7 Participants
	Attendee Name
	Company
	E-mail address

	Thomas Tovinger
	Ericsson
	Thomas.tovinger@ericsson.com

	Olaf Pollakowski
	Siemens
	olaf.pollakowski@icn.siemens.de 

	Dave Raymer
	Motorola
	David.Raymer@Motorola.com

	Trevor Pirt
	Motorola(Convenor)
	trevor.pirt@motorola.com

	Edwin Tse
	Ericsson
	edwin.tse@ericsson.ca

	*LI Yewen 
	CMCC (Rapporteur)
	Liyewen@chinamobile.com

	Clemens Suerbaum
	Siemens
	Clemens.suerbaum@icn.siemens.de

	*Luo Yunzhong
	CATT
	luoyunzhong@DATANGMOBILE.CN

	*Jerry Nan
	Ericsson(China) (Co-Rapporteur)
	Jerry.Nan@etc.ericsson.se

	Jorg Schmidt
	Motorola
	

	Brigitte Faouen
	Nortel Networks
	

	*Wu Heng
	CATT
	wuheng@sdtm.online.sh.cn

	Frédéric Bonneau
	Nortel Networks
	bonneau@nortelnetworks.com


* Attended via conference call. Not certain of all who joined the via the bridge. 
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