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Agenda Item:
3.3
The WT46 session was held on August 31,2005 Quarter 1.

Please refer to Clause 5 for the list of participants. 

1 Output Documents

1.1 Documents for approval

No documents are requested for Approval.
1.2 Documents for Information to SA

No documents are requested to be sent to SA for information.
1.3 Documents to be withdrawn

No documents are to be withdrawn.
1.4 Any other action requested by the SWG or SA5

No actions are requested of SWG-D or SA5.
2 Progress status

Percentage of completion (Rel-7 WT46): 50% (previously 0%)

Summary of progress: A first draft of the Technical Report “Application guide for peer-to-peer (p2p) Integration Reference Points (IRPs)” was presented by Motorola, The document was discussed and actions were taken for updates and clarifications for the next meeting.
It was agreed that a target date of December 2005 to send the report to SA for information is achievable.

Outstanding issues:

1. Some updates and clarifications are required (see minutes for details).
2. Remains to be determined whether GSM logo can remain on cover sheet (MCC to clarify).

3. TR number to be allocated.

3 Minutes

	Tdoc
	Title/Discussion/Conclusion
	Source 

	S5-058809
	Draft 3GPP TR 32.80x V0.0.1 Application guide for peer-to-peer (p2p) Integration Reference Points (IRPs)
	Motorola


Notes from SA5#43 Bordeaux review:

ZTE: asked if Interface 5a was really necessary, Vodafone stated that there is a release 6 work item on sharing of network resources and 5a might be interesting from that point of view.

Nokia/Lucent: Questioned about Interface 2 (Itf-N) between DM and EM, it was agreed it should be clarified that there is no impact to Itf-N and from NM’s viewpoint it is the same.

Nokia also questioned if 4a could be shown at EM layer, answer was no due to definition of DM, it was also requested to clarify this in text.

Telia questioned the Naming of the Enterpise Management Function and Enterprise Management Layer and stated that according to TMF this really should be Service Management Function and Layer, agreed to take for offline discussion.

MCC questioned use of GSM Logo on cover, answer was that as Itf-P2P is used to manage border between UTRAN and GERAN it should stay, MCC agreed to check if this was o.k.

Editorial: In section 4 change Technical Specification to Technical Report

4 Action items

	Item
	Description
	Release
	Owner
	Status 
	Target 

	1
	Add clarifications regarding Interface 2 and 4a as noted above
	7
	Motorola
	open
	SA5#44

	2
	Investigate naming of Enterprise Management Function and Layer
	7
	Motorola/ TeliaSonera
	open
	SA5#44

	3
	Determine if use of GSM logo is allowed
	7
	MCC/Motorola
	open
	SA5#44

	4
	Editorial Corrections
	7
	Motorola
	open
	SA5#44
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