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1 Introduction and Executive Summary

1.1 Session data

The RG session was held on Q1 & Q2, 14/01 2004.

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

-> Output Tdoc#

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

	Report
	S5‑038711
	-
	-
	Report of SA5#36 WT05 RG session
	Rapporteur: Huawei
	New
	Yes
	Provisionally RG Approved with changes

	Contribution
	S5-04041
	32.xx1
	R6
	Signalling TRansport Network network resources IRP Requirements
	China Mobile
	New
	Yes
	Discussed

	Contribution
	S5-04042
	32.xx2
	R6
	Signalling TRansport Network network resources IRP NRM
	China Mobile
	New
	Yes
	Discussed


1.2 Executive summary

1.2.1 Achievements of this meeting

Two contributions were discussed.
1.2.2 Total achievements and progress of this WT/RG in the current release 

· Achievements:


The UTRAN object model has been aligned.

· Percentage of completion:
90%

· Problems:
TSG SA has frozen the functional contents of release 6 and do not accept new Stage 1 documents. So there is a risk that the proposed specifications are rejected in TSG SA.

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

1. The RG requests SWG-C/D SA5 to approve the following documents (and forward the CRs to the TSG SA plenary):

None.

2. For information to SWG-C/D and/or SA5 and/or SA:

None

3. Documents requested to be withdrawn:
None.

4. Any other action requested by SWG-D SA5:

None.

2 Approval of the last meeting report

Provisionally approved with changes. The report is to be updated and finally approved at SA5#37.

3 Action items

	Item
	Description
	Release
	Owner
	Status after meeting #23
	WT / RG respon-sible
	Target date

	#34bis.1
	What is the usage of Ndc in HLR?

Whether should it be used together with CC?
	Rel-6
	CMCC
	Open
	WT05
	Meeting # 37

	#35.1
	Clarify if the capacity intended is physical, logical or the number of cells configured in the Node B.
	Rel-6
	CMCC
	Open
	WT05
	Meeting # 37

	#35bis.1
	Change the IDL in 32.623 so that it clean compiles.
	Rel4 and 5.
	Lucent
	Closed
	WT05
	Meeting #36

	#36bis.1
	Check if it is possible to decrease the percentage of completeness for WT05
	
	SWG D Chair
	New
	WT05
	Meeting SA#23

	#36bis
	Check whether there exist any precedence/rule for naming instances of attributes etc. in examples.
	
	SWG D Chair
	New
	WT05
	Meeting SA5#37


4 Review of input documents 

4.1 Tdoc S5-038711 Report of SA5#36 WT05 RG session, Rapporteur (Huawei)
Comments:

· Include that the previous report was approved.

· For all empty clauses "None." shall be included.
· The Tdoc header shall not be modified
· AI on SWG D Chair to check whether the percentage of completion can be lowered. Target date is SA#23.
Conclusion: Provisionally approved with the above changes. To be finally approved at SA5#37.

4.2 Tdoc S5-048041 Signalling TRansport Network network resources IRP Requirements; CMCC

Presented by CMCC

Questions: 

· Why is a new IRP needed (Ericsson, Motorola and Siemens)?

· Why was this proposal not intergrated with the Transport Network Interface work (Motorola)? Because it covers the signalling network which is different from ATM (CMCC).

Comments:

· This is a new set of specifications that has not been communicated to TSG-SA (Ericsson)

· A cover page explaining the rationale for the contribution would have been very beneficial (Ericsson). Use cases would be beneficial (Siemens).

· Annex A should have been started (Nortel).

· The work is bigger than WT05. It should have an own Work Item (Nortel).

· TSG SA has frozen the functional contents and do not accept any new stage 1 documents any more (Ericsson). SA5 chair confirmed this, but recommended that the work should be in separate specifications and that no new WT is created. What ever way this work is done in release 6, there is a risk that TSG SA will reject the specifications.

· Huawei, Motorola, Vodafone, Nortel, Siemens and Nokia supports that the work is done in Release 6. Ericsson thinks that no existing Release 6 work shall be delayed due to the STP work.

· It is intended to affect the existing NRM specifications, with relations to objects in this proposal.

· It is intended to reuse the existing interface IRPs

Conclusion: The document was discussed and some comments were given. No conclusion was done.

4.3 Tdoc S5-048042 Signalling TRansport Network network resources IRP NRM; CMCC

Presented by CMCC.

Questions: 

· Should objects that have the userLabel attribute not inherit from ManagedFunction? Yes, but it needs to be considered which objects really should have that attribute.

· Is there an overlap with other existing standards for attributes that are writable over Itf-N? It needs to be investigated.

· Is the legal values specified for signallingPointInfo cover all operators needs? It needs to be investigated.

Comments:

· The name of the specification should be aligned with Title Alignment contribution (S5-046043).

· The title should reflect that it is the interface to STN that is contained in the specification. (align with 32.712)

· Abbreviations used in the document shall be present in the abbreviation list.

· The UML figures shall be done according to the latest UML repetoire.

· In figure 6.2.1.2 shall each object have one VsDataContainer object underneath them.

· Tables for what notifications are supported for an object is missing.

· Objects that has relations to other objects are missing that description and the relation attributes.

· AI on SWG D Chair to check whether there exist any precedence/rule for naming instances of attributes etc. in examples. Target date is SA5#37.

· Attribute, specified in specifications that uses the attribute, shall have references to those specifications.

· It would be beneficial to have the attributes in 6.5.1 in alphabetical order.

· All attributes (except for those which contain RDNs and userLabel) should have legal values defined.

· Attributes that does not contain a reference to a specification, where the usage of the attribute is shown, should have a clear description so that the usage of the attribute is unambiguous.

· The table numbers shall be consecutive and unique. They shall have correct figure descriptions, as well.

· The description of System Contexts shall be removed from clause 4.

· Annex A should have been started.

Conclusion: The document was discussed and some comments were given. No conclusion was done.

4.4 Input documents not discussed 

None.

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

None.

6 Any other business

None.

7 Participants

For information about the attendees’ telephone numbers and/or email addresses, please refer to the SA5 document for registered participants (normally in S5-0x0x04).
	Attendee name
	Company

	Yang Li
	Huawei

	Rui Lanlan
	CMCC

	Li Yewen
	CMCC

	Olaf Pollakowski
	Siemens

	Trevor Pirt
	Motorola

	Robert Petersen
	Ericsson (Rapporteur)

	Christian Toche
	Nortel

	Wang Enxi
	Nokia

	Lou Yunzhong
	CATT

	John Mudge
	Vodafone

	Veronica Ayers
	Huawei
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