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1 Introduction and Executive Summary

1.1 Session data
The RG WT07 session was held on late Session on October 07, 2003
The following Tdocs were input to this session:
	Type
	Tdoc
	TS
	R
	Title
	Source
	Replaces
	I-Status
	Reviewed
	O-Status

	Report
	S5-036917
	-
	-
	RG Session Report for WT07 from SA5#35
	RG Rapporteur
	-
	New
	Yes
	Approved

	Draft TS
	S5-036938AR1
	32.341
	6
	32.341 V1.0.2 – File Transfer IRP Requirements
	Motorola
	-
	Un-changed
	Yes
	Updated as S5-036938R1

	Discussion
	S5-037130
	32.342
	6
	Duplication of file location attributes in Draft TS 32.342
	Lucent
	-
	New
	Yes 
	In progress, to be merged China Mobile contribution to next meeting

	Draft TS
	S5-037149
	32.342
	6
	32.342 V0.0.2(4) – File Transfer IRP IS
	China Mobile
	S5-036939
	Updated
	Yes
	In progress. New updated contribution to next meeting

	Discussion
	S5-037157
	32.342
	6
	Comments & Questions on  S5-037149 (32.342 V0.0.2)
	Motorola
	-
	New
	Yes
	Agreed in principle


1.2 Executive summary

1.2.1 Achievements of this meeting

China Mobile presented a contribution requesting to reverse the positioning of the file transfer server and client.  The WT concluded to adopt this change while also adding some security considerations in this context. In addition, deliberations took place on FT IRP requirements updates, documented in S5-036938R1. Further FT IRP IS discussions postponed to SA5#35bis.
1.2.2 Total achievements and progress of this WT in this release (Rel-06)

· Achievements:


Agreement was reached on a several areas. Some issues remain open for further discussion.

· Percentage of completion:
45%

· 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:

 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 Documents requested to be withdrawn: 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 

2.1 S5-036917: RG Session Report for WT07 from SA5#35

Report approved.

3 Action items 

	Item
	Description
	Release
	Owner
	Status after meeting #35
	WT RG responsible
	Target date

	#32.2
	Consider 32.342 annex to cross-reference FT definitions within FT IRP and impacted IRP’s/specifications
	6
	RG
	Open
	WT07
	SA5#36

	#32.3
	FT IRP to specify File Naming Conventions for all of SA5 (except SWG-B)
	6
	RG
	Open
	WT07
	SA5#36

	#35bis.1 
	Remove notify file deletion from requirements
	6
	Motorola
	Open
	WT07
	SA5#36


4 Review of Release 6 / WT07 input documents 

4.1 S5-036938AR1: 32.341 V1.0.1 – File Transfer IRP Requirements

Trevor briefly introduced the background to this contribution. The contribution of the draft FT IRP Requirements was input as information to this meeting, with the intention it will be submitted to the next meeting for review.

4.2 S5-037130: Duplication of file location attributes in Draft TS 32.342

The Lucent contribution was introduced by Mohan. It was agreed to discuss the issue raised on 32.342 as part of the review of S5-037149. See below.

4.3 S5-037149: 3232.342 V0.0.2 – File Transfer IRP IS

Lanlan introduced and presented this China Mobile contribution. Comments were then raised and discussed as follows:-

· Lucent S5-037130: Introduced by Mohan: Clause 5.2.1. Lucent do not see the need for both parameters fileURL fileDirectory. It looks like redundant, duplicate information. Propose just have “fileLocation”. China mobile can understand Lucent’s point, but believe having the fileDirectory parameter offers the possibility for more efficiency in some cases. Ericsson proposed could decide how to handle when consider solution set. After further discussion consensus became should have one parameter i.e. inline with Lucent’s proposal. In the IS just the semantics of the attribute should be defined. (A token). In the IS no specific legal values shall be defined for the attribute. It should just be stated in the IS that the legal values types shall be of either FTP IRP directory path, or a URL. Specific legal values for each option should be defined in the Solution Set. The choice to be applied for an application should be made at installation time. China Mobile questioned what the structure should be. It agreed this should be considered and defined in the SS. To the next meeting it was agreed the exact wording should be worked. Mohan (Lucent) agreed to study further and a produce “r1” version with proposed new wording to be available the next day. China Mobile agreed to take this and include in updated IS contribution to next meeting.

A further issue was raised on what type of URL should be used, e.g. just ftp only. Valid point (e.g. need sftp). It was agreed this needs to be studied further. Open issue. To be discussed and raised at next meeting.

· Motorola S5-037157: (Late contribution, but issued to help discuss with authors via conference call) Introduced by Trevor: 

· Version should v0.03. Recommended that the next version will be V0.0.4: Agreed.

· Addition of JobId: See issues raised in the contribution. It was agreed some further study is required to cover the more general solution rather than PM focused. Siemens have some issues with including JobID in file name. Information already available. There are potential issues with length of file name. In some cases others think for queries having the JobId including in the name maybe usefully. Conclusion: It was agreed need to consider to the next meeting.

· Question on presentation of IOC “Physical File”:  Suggest change to “File”. Consensus re: URL, should stay as is until have contribution, i.e. see similar discussion invoked by S5-037130.

· File Cardinality “0…1”). Agreed should go to “1”.

· It is recommended to use the agreements from the PM IRP discussion (e.g. use of “String” as Legal Value). Noted.

· Clause 6.3.2 fileDownloadIndication: It was agreed to make this optional “(O)”.

· Page 14/18 – Question on “fileUploadFailed”. After on going discussion no agreement or consensus could be reached. Conclusion: To be discussed further at next meeting.

· “notifyFileDeleted”: based on reason and suggestions given by Motorola, it was agreed this notification could be removed. China Mobile noted, this was introduced as a result of the requirements otherwise they would not have added it. Action #35bis.1 Motorola: Remove from the requirements.

· “notifyDownloadFailed”: After on going discussion no agreement or consensus could be reached. Conclusion: To be discussed further at next meeting.

· NotifyFilePreparationError: Most agree should be optional, but China Mobile still have issue. Conclusion: Open: To be discussed further at next meeting.

· Page 25: Additional Motorola comment: Add “Charging”: Agreed: Action China Mobile will add to IS contribution to next meeting. Action Motorola: Consider impact on Requirements.

Note: Should not need to consider BulkCM data types. Needs further consideration and discussion.

· Motorola suggestion to add expiry/deletion date in file name: On going discussion. Some think date in file descriptor sufficient. Suggestion: need to consider details in more depth be justify adding. So far: Lucent – no, Ericsson -yes, Seimens – n, China Mobile – y, Motorola- y. Conclusion: Open: consider details further to next meeting. More discussion required.

· Siemens had several comments they wished to raise, but due to lack of  time these could not be discussed apart from just briefly raising one .

· FileDeletionTime: What is behaviour if empty. Mohan suggested should not allow empty value. Should specify very old value for “forever”. Conclusion:Clemens to propose wording in legal values to next meeting.

Meeting terminated due to lack of time. Not all IS comments discussed i.e. specifically from Siemens. They will raise via email an/or to next meeting.

4.4 S5-037157: Comments & Questions on S5-037149 (32.342 V0.0.2)

Trevor briefly introduced this Motorola contribution. The comments on S5-037149 were then discussed point by point as integral part of review of S5-037149. See above.

main issues 

conclusions
4.5 Input documents not discussed 

5 Joint session(s) held with other RGs (if necessary)

None

6 Any other business

None
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