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1 Introduction and Executive Summary

1.1 Session data

The RG session was held on Monday March 29th Q2.
The following Tdocs were input to this session:
	Type
	Input Tdoc#

-> Output Tdoc#

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

	Report
	S5-046110r1
	-
	-
	Report of SA5#37 

joint SWGC‑SWGD CR RG
	Convenor (Nortel Networks)
	New
	Yes
	Approved

	DP
	S5-046162
	All Interface IRP Requirements
	R6
	Purpose of Concept and Requirements chapter in interface IRP Requirements
	Ericsson
	Resubmitted
	Yes
	Agreed in principle

	CR
	S5-046329r1
	32.152
	R6
	Clarify the definition of visibility qualifier for IOC attribute
	Ericsson
	New
	Yes
	Agreed in principle but some clarifications needed

	Tdoc
	S5-046340
	-
	-
	32.150 New conditional qualifier
	Ericsson
	New
	No
	Withdrawn

	DP
	S5-048241
	32.102
32.150
	R6
	Re-submission of Mandatory and Optional discussion
	Lucent
	Resubmitted
	Yes
	Need more discussion

	DP
	S5-048242
	32.102
	R6
	Multiple Itf-N / Managers discussion
	Lucent
	New
	No
	Postponed to next meeting

	CR
	S5-042139
	32.150 
	R6
	Add rules to define that  DNs and IORs are persistent
	Lucent
	Resubmitted
	Yes
	Not agreed


1.2 Executive summary

1.2.1 Achievements of this meeting

- Purpose of Concept and Requirements chapter in interface IRP Requirements: it was agreed to align Alarm IRP Requirements and IS. For PM, the alignment will be considered during the split of 32.401. This work should be done in Rel-6. No objection was received to the idea of a “Requirements” template. However, it is required to clarify the purpose of Requirements document before making a template. 
- Definition of visibility qualifier for IOC attribute: agreed in principle, new wording proposed. Some clarifications needed for the attributes of Generic IRP and managed generic IRP.
- Mandatory and Optional discussion: should be merged with Ericsson contribution S5‑036793, need for more discussion. 
- Addition of rules to define that  DNs and IORs are persistent: not agreed, need some clarifications. 
1.2.2 Total achievements and progress of this WT/RG in the current release 

· Achievements:


NA
· Percentage of completion:
NA

· Problems:


No
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-C/D SA5: None
2 Approval of the last meeting report

The last meeting report (SA5#37) was approved.

3 Action items

	Item
	Description
	Release
	Owner
	Status
	WT / RG
	Target date

	36.1
	Initiate email discussion on visibility qualifiers (issue on notifications)
	R6
	Huawei
	Open
	CR-C/D
	SA5#38

	37.1
	Lucent to re-submit or update contribution S5-037138 on  Interpretation of Mandatory and Optional Classifications
	R5/R6
	Lucent
	Closed (see S5‑048241)
	CR-C/D
	SA5#38

	37.2
	Lucent to update contribution S5-037233r1 / S5-038767r1 on EBNF and provide separate contributions for bug fixes and extensions
	R5/R6
	Lucent
	Open 
	CR-C/D
	SA5#38

	37.3
	All to check the open points and action items for the 3GPP2 LS  as described below in order to reply to 3GPP2. 
	R6
	All
	Open 
	CR-C/D
	SA5#38

	37.4
	Ericsson to update the CR on attribute classification
	R6
	Ericsson
	Open 
	CR-C/D
	SA5#38

	37.5
	Submit CRs for XML URI dependency removal and resubmit CRs for correction of the XML schema publication annexes
	R6
	Nortel
	Open
	CR-C/D
	SA5#38

	37.6
	Propose refinement of the SS concept to allow the XML TSs to be called SS
	R6
	Nortel / Motorola
	Open 
	CR-C/D
	SA5#38


4 Review of input documents 

4.1 Tdoc S5-046162 (Purpose of Concept and Requirements chapter in interface IRP Requirements; Ericsson)
Presented by Robert Petersen 
Questions/Comments:

· Lucent: It would be good to have tags in Requirements TSs to indicate what is concept and what is requirement. When the TS is not in a draft state any more, a cleaning would be useful to clearly distinguish concepts and requirements. 
· Nortel Networks: TS 32.140 and TS 32.401 are not IRP Requirements documents but general requirements. Should we move the text to IRP Requirements documents?

· Siemens: Agree that Alarm IRP Requirements are ambiguous and a clarification would be required. 

· Nortel Networks: Is the objective a full alignment of Requirements and IS?

· Ericsson: Yes, we propose to remove what is in the Requirements but is not or cannot be implemented in IS. Requirements that might be fulfilled in a further release should be moved to a TR. 
· Lucent: In which release do you plan this alignment work?

· Ericsson: R6 is the objective. For previous releases, it is open to discussion. 

· Huawei: Why are there so many discrepancies between Requirements and IS?

· Siemens: The rule was not clear whether the Requirements must contain high level statements or be strictly in line with IS. 

· Lucent: Some people read only the Requirements and some other people read IS, depending on their function. It is important Requirements are aligned with IS to provide a consistent view. 
· Lucent: A template for Requirements would be useful. Clarification of the purpose of Requirements documents is required first.

· Nortel Networks: It is important to have use cases in the Requirements documents. This give much more value to those documents.  
Conclusion: 

· It was agreed to align/clean up  Alarm IRP Requirements and IS. Cleaning of 32.401 for PM will be addressed in the split work plan, if possible within R6 time frame. Cleaning of SuM should be addressed by SWGA.. 

4.2 Tdoc S5-046329r1 (Clarify the definition of visibility qualifier for IOC attribute; Ericsson)
Presented by Robert Petersen 

Questions/Comments:
· Siemens: Agree with the contribution. The last paragraph should be a bullet and should be rephrased to “It indicates that an IRPManager can read/write this attribute only when using the operations defined in the xxx Interface IRP where xxx is the name of the Interface IRP where the subject attribute is defined. For example, an IRPManager using Alarm IRP can only read/write attributes defined in Alarm IRP and cannot read/write attributes defined in PM IRP.”

· Siemens: Exceptions for this rule on the attributes of Generic IRP and managed generic IRP. To be clarified.
Conclusion: 

· Produce a revised version for next meeting.    

4.3 Tdoc S5-048241 (Re-submission of Mandatory and Optional discussion Purpose of Concept and Requirements chapter in interface IRP Requirements; Lucent)
Presented by John Islip 

Questions/Comments:

· Ericsson: This contribution should be merged with Ericsson contribution S5-036793. 
· Siemens: As stressed in S5-046162, the current state of the Requirements documents make this proposal dangerous. It needs to be more discussed.
· China Mobile: Already agreed not to have Mandatory & Optional in IRP requirements.

· Lucent: Sometimes there are M/O statements in Requirements, sometimes not. For example, in TS 32.140, everything is implicitly mandatory. More generally, if there is no specific statement, everything is considered mandatory. This situation might cause compliance issues with IS/SS. 
Conclusion: 
· More discussion is required on this contribution. 

4.4 Tdoc S5-042139 (Add rules to define that  DNs and IORs are persistent; Lucent)
Presented by John Islip  

Questions/Comments:

· Lucent: Non-persistence of IORs cause interoperability problems after restart of IRP agent because the DNs might be changed.

· Nortel Networks: We do not understand the link between DNs and IORs and also why IORs cannot be allocated dynamically. Dynamic allocation of IORs is useful notably for security purposes. 
· China Mobile: Entry Point IRP defines a IOR change notification. 
Conclusion: 

·  More arguments are required. 

4.5 Input documents not discussed

Tdoc S5-048242 (Multiple Itf-N / Managers discussion; Lucent)
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

	Ayers Veronica 
	Huawei

	Faouen Brigitte
	Nortel Networks

	Islip John
	Lucent Technologies

	Lariven Suzèle
	Nortel Networks 

	Lee Mike
	Nortel Networks

	Li Dan 
	Nortel Networks

	Li Yang
	Huawei

	Luo Yunzhong
	Datang Mobile

	Li Yewen
	China Mobile 

	Mudge John
	Vodafone UK 

	Pirt Trevor
	Motorola

	Pollakowski Olaf
	Siemens

	Petersen Robert 
	Ericsson 

	Rao Mohan
	Lucent Technologies 

	Rui Lanlan
	China Mobile/BUPT

	Rutanen Mikael
	Nokia

	Sidor Dave
	Nortel Networks

	Suerbaum Clemens
	Siemens

	Toche Christian
	Nortel Networks

	Tse Edwin
	Ericsson

	Wang Enxi 
	Nokia
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