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1 Output Documents

1.1 Documents for approval

	Type
	Tdoc#
	TS
	Rel
	Title
	Relation to other CR

	LS 
	S5-050330
	-
	-
	LS out ITU-T SG4 Harmonization
	-


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1.3 Documents to be withdrawn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 Minutes
2.1 Joint SWG-C/SWG-D CR Session for common interest issues 
Convenor: Nortel
	Tdoc
	Title
	Source 

	S5-058642
	Rel-7 TS 32.102 on “Enhancements of Mgt Interface alternatives”

Presented by Tommy Berggren 
Motorola: Why is it an unchanged contribution? Context A and B should address the issue. Why define new terms? 
Telia: No clear conclusion from last meeting. 

Ericsson: Vendors should define using A or B based on the implementation. It is not to be described in the Standards as mandatory or optional. Is it really a market requirement? 
BT: Are we talking about physical boxes or functionalities? 
Ericsson: Use of EM or not is mainly a vendor decision. 

Lucent: What are the real problems? How to manage Service Specific entities? 

Telia: EM is a physical box and this is a cost issue. 
Motorola: EM are legal entities in 3GPP, we do not understand that point. 
Motorola: Too blunt to say that all CN NEs need direct NE interfaces. SA5 cannot help because it will not work for all vendors or all operators. It has to be discussed between operators and their vendors. 
CMCC: We have a similar position as Telia but we split CS and PS. 
Conclusion: No agreement. More discussion needed, more operators views needed.  
	TeliaSonera

	S5-050320 
	WID WT Rel-7 IRP Solution Sets in SOAP/HTTP

Presented by Suzèle Lariven
Ericsson: Did we agree it is a study only? We should study first the benefits.  
Nokia: We support Ericsson. 
Siemens: Study first. Might be appropriate for some IRPs but not for other IRPs. We need more arguments. 
Motorola: We support an Implementation Work item not a study work item. There are four supporting companies already. 
Lucent::We support study item. If study item, Lucent will support and contribute. 

Motorola: This WID sgould be aligned with SuM SS WID. 

Huawei:  Rename SOAP/HTTP to WSDL

Nortel: HTPP is the only standardized solution 

Huawei: Benefits to be studied for SuM IRP also. We have recived market request to recommend SS for SuM IRP. 
T-Moble: The SuM WID was accepted and will not be rediscussed in the context of this WID. 

Conclusion: Update expected for next meeting, decision to be made at next meeting between Study and Implementation WI. 
	Nortel

	S5-050321
	CO-OP Overview Presentation

Conclusion: Noted
	Motorola

	S5-050147
	LS from ITU-T SG4 on Draft Recommendation Q.827.1 (Requirements and Analysis for the Common Management Functions of NMS-EMS Interfaces)
Not replied
	COM 4-LS 018

	S5-050148
	LS from ITU-T SG4 on Methodology and protocol neutral modelling
Covered by reply to S5-050149
	COM 4-LS 019

	S5-050149
	LS from ITU-T SG4 on Management Specification Harmonization
Reply in S5-050330  
	COM 4-LS 020


2.2 Joint SWG-C/SWG-D CR Session: Maintenance and minor enhancements
Convenor: Nortel
#Documents: 2
	Tdoc
	Title
	Source 

	S5-058367
	Usage of the Extended TCL for filtering a set of scoped objects

Presented by Olaf

Motorola: Need more time, maybe email discussion
Lucent::Simpler cut-down version in 3GPP easier for implementation? 

Siemens: Agree to work on a subset. 

Ericsson: What is exactly the Lucent suggestion?
Lucent::Use of subset of TCL or define another filter grammar. 
Siemens: TCL is currently specified by the SA5 Standard

Ericsson: We do not support defining a new grammar. 

Conclusion: Try refine the Extended TCL first
	Siemens

	S5-058368
	Discussion Paper: Usage of the Extended TCL for filtering of sub-attributes of vsData

Presented by Olaf

Motorola: Need more time, maybe email discussion. 
Ericsson: Is it useful to have a standard grammar for vendor specific information that is not known by 3GPP? 
Siemens: We do not understand the concern. 
Motorola: It was agreed to use TCL for Bulk and it was communicated to 3GPP2. 

Siemens: Need to think more about the technical impacts. 
Lucent::Vendor specific can also be used for other SDOs. It is important to define filtering grammar. 
Ericsson: We do not agree with Lucent. Delta method should be used by other SDOs. 
Motorola: Agree with Ericsson, sub classing should be used by other SDOs for extensions. 

Conclusion: Need more discussion. To be discussed in Rules for VSE WT. 
	Siemens


2.3 Joint SWG-C/SWG-D Session on NGN OSS
See S5-050329.  
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