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1 Output Documents

1.1 Documents for approval

The RG requests SWG-C to forward the following documents to SA5 for approval: 

- (None)

	Type
	Tdoc#
	TS
	Rel
	Title
	Relation to other CR

	
	
	
	
	
	


1.2 Documents for Information to SA

-

1.3 Documents to be withdrawn

-

1.4 Any other action requested by the SWG or SA5

-

2 Progress status

Percentage of completion (WT48): 
6 % (previously 0%)
Summary of progress: 
First draft requirements were discussed. 

Outstanding issues: 
Next Steps: Requirements need update, examples for operating procedure to be supplied
3 Minutes

	Tdoc
	Title/Discussion/Conclusion
	Source 

	S5-056445
	Draft requirements for partial suspension of Itf-N

Q: Question, A: Answer, C: Comment

Q: Should suspended notifications be sent later?
A: No.

Q: Should suspended notifications go into notification log or not? 
A: To be clarified

Q: What is the behaviour of the alarm list during suspension? 
A: The alarm list is consumer of alarm notifications. If it receives no alarm notifications, then no new alarm will be generated. 
C: May be a function is needed to determine afterwards what alarms are still there. 

Q: What is the behaviour of the MIB during suspension? If the MIB is changed, there might be different views of different managers depending on their last time of communication with the agent.
A: This is not necessarily a problem.
C: For linking new elements with existing ones, you need some MIB parts updated.

C:  The easiest way to solve the agent’s problem might be to disable the southbound interface.

C: “Newcoming” Managers might need to be told by agent that suspension is currently ongoing.

C: An suspension operating procedure must be documented clearly, because this function might have serious impacts.

Q: Is non real time access needed during suspension?
A: To be clarified

Q: What is the intended granularity of suspension for notifications? 
A: Scope of originating instances. 

Q: What is the intended granularity of suspension for operations? 
A: Scope of targeted instances plus potentially names of operations.
C: If generally all operations would be suspended, then an additional returnCode “suspended” would be needed for each operation.
C: May be a security mechanism could be used for this? Operation suspension is kind of accessControl.

Q: Are sub-operations of bulkCM intended to be suspended? 
A: This could be the case, depending on the use case.

Conclusion: The draft requirements need to be reworked: They should be explicit on real-time and non-real time aspects and on the granularity of the suspension; operation suspension should be analysed in connection with access control. Discussion should be progressed also via email, phone calls etc. Example for use cases and operating procedures are needed.
	Siemens 


4 Action items

	Item
	Description
	Release
	Owner
	Status 
	Target 

	42bis.1
	Update Requirements 
	Rel-7
	Siemens
	Open
	SA5#43

	42bis.2
	Examples for operating procedure to be supplied
	Rel-7
	Siemens
	Open
	SA5#43


---------------------------------------------------- End of Document ----------------------------------------------------
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