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1 Output Documents

1.1 Documents for approval

-
1.2 Documents for Information to SA

	Type
	Tdoc#
	TS
	Rel
	Title
	Relation to other CR

	TS
	S5-066070r1
	32.307
	7
	Notification IRP SOAP Solution Set
	-

	TS
	S5-066071
	32.667
	7
	Kernel CM IRP SOAP Solution Set
	-


1.3 Documents to be withdrawn

-
1.4 Any other action requested by the SWG or SA5

-
2 Progress status

Percentage of completion: (Rel-7 WT49): 55% (previously 45%)

Summary of progress: All contributions input to this session have been reviewed, and the remaining draft TSs are now agreed to be sent for Information to SA. There are still some outstanding issues to consider and resolve.
Outstanding issues: Some outstanding due to comments on the contributions at this meeting – see section 3.
3 Minutes

The WT49 session was held on Wednesday Q1.5 and Q2.

	Tdoc
	Title/Discussion/Conclusion
	Source 

	S5-066021
	32607-100

Questions:

- 

Comments:

- 

Conclusion: Noted.
	MCC

	S5-066031r1
	Updated Notification IRP SOAP Solution Set
Presented by Dai Peng.
Questions:

· Motorola: “Not sure what’s the right way how to deal with the case of the notify operation, do we need to add an operation for this also in the IS? The mapping from IS to SS should be shown in some way.”
Comments:

· Lucent: How are the notifications sent? Reply: With a “push technique”. Motorola: Is it described somewhere? Agreed that this should be check and described better in this document.

· Huawei: In 5.6.2, it indicates that it is a one-way notification. We prefer that it is a “two-way operation with call-back”, so an output parameter should be added. Ericsson: The HTTP layer gives support to ensure that it is delivered, so it is almost the same already with the existing solution. We should be very careful to introduce a two-way handshake on such a “middle layer” unless we know well what to do with the response, as this can be a broadcast message. To ensure full reliability, some additional means has to be defined on the application layer – the SOAP layer is not enough. Conclusion: Huawei wants some more time to consider if we need this or not. Siemens also supported this comment.
· Ericsson asked if there were any objections to sending this draft for Information to SA. No objections.

Conclusion: Agreed to send this draft for Information to SA. The questions/comments above should be considered before the closing plenary and discussed offline if possible. Updated version (updated cover sheet) in S5-066070r1.

	Ericsson

	S5-066032r1
	Updated KernelCM IRP SOAP Solution Set
Presented by Dai Peng.
Questions:

- 

Comments:

- 

The rapporteur then asked if there are any proposals from the above three companies for these style guides/templates. Reply by Motorola: No, with same reasons given as for Basic CM IRP SOAP SS (see below), plus the additional reason that it had not been sent for Information to SA before. The rapporteur reminded that this has happened several times before so it is not a necessary condition for Approval that it was earlier sent for Information, especially not an SS level document. Siemens and Huewei also objected to sending for Approval. However it was agreed that we can send it for Information to SA.

Conclusion: Agreed to send this draft for Information to SA. Updated version (updated cover sheet) in S5-066071.

	Ericsson

	S5-066033r1
	Updated BasicCM IRP SOAP Solution Set
Presented by Dai Peng.

Questions:

- Lucent: Changing the type to Any means that an agent can put in any value there, and there is no type checking support. Reply: The previous solution has the same situation.
Comments:

· Huawei: In getMoAttributes, there is a parameter invokeIdentifierIn, is that needed here, isn’t it only used for the Iterator? Can’t we remove it? Reply: It probably makes sense to have it – in some cases an ongoing operation might be cancelled even with SOAP SS. So Ericsson suggested that no change is needed. No objection to that.
· Huawei: In getMoAttributes, maybe there are some problems with indicating the MO class in the response? After some discussions, it was still clear what was the problem. Ericsson’s opinion was that there is no problem in the draft concerning this. So Huawei agreed that it can be further discussed offline if necessary.
The rapporteur asked if we can send this for approval as proposed. Reply from Motorola was: No. Reasons given: No style guide, no template exists, and preferably this work should be coordinated with the Study item on SOAP/HTTP SS before we can approve it.
Lucent and Siemens: Support the view of Motorola regarding style guides and templates.

The rapporteur then asked if there are any proposals from the above three companies for these style guides/templates. Reply by Motorola: Expect it to be proposed by the driving company.
No other company (of the present ones) objected to approving this document.

Conclusion: The document is still in baseline draft status, and the rapporteur will discuss with the SA5 and SWGC chair concerning the request to link this work item with the results of the study item for SOAP/HTTP SS. The rapporteur’s and Ericsson’s opinion is that SA5 clearly decided when approving these work items that they are not to be linked, and it is outside the scope of this SuM SOAP SS WI to produce style guides and templates. Nortel also supported this position. Updated baseline draft in S5-066072.

	Ericsson

	S5-066066
	Motorola comments on SOAP SSs

Presented by Jörg Schmidt

Questions:

-

Comments:

· Ericsson: SOAP 1.1 is much more widely deployed and supported by tool kits. So even if SOAP 1.2 is more powerful, version 1.1 has strong advantages in its wide deployment among the industry.

· Nortel: We also think that 1.2 has many advantages and we should compare pros/cons for 1.1 and 1.2 to next meeting.
· Ericsson: Remember that for interoperability, 1.1 and 1.2 are already defined to interwork.

· Huawei: It is very important to consider the techniques and versions that are used in deployed systems.
· Proposed and agreed that we start an email discussion with comments on this contribution, especially on the pros/cons for SOAP 1.1 and 1.2. We agreed that a decision should be taken at next meeting.
Conclusion: Email discussion before next meeting on each item of this contribution. Conclusion for these items should be drawn at next meeting.

	Motorola

	S5-066027
	Huawei Proposal on Notification IRP WSDL-SOAP SS v3
- Withdrawn
	Huawei 


4 Action items

Ericsson: Start an email discussion on S5-066066 between this and next SA5 meeting.
	Item
	Description
	Release
	Owner
	Status 
	Target 

	45.1
	Start an email discussion on S5-066066 between this and next SA5 meeting.
	7
	Ericsson
	Open
	SA5#46
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