Minutes of Joint Conference Call on Methodology – IS Data Types - among ITU-T SG4, 3GPP SA5, TISPAN WG8, TMF mTOP and ATIS TMOC Participants
Date&Time: 2008-12-18 17.00-18.00 CET
Moderator: Knut Johannessen
Minutes taken by: Thomas Tovinger
Participants:

SG2:

Dave Sidor, Nortel

Knut Johannessen, Telenor
Wang Zhili, BUPT
SA5:

Thomas Tovinger, Ericsson
Edwin Tse, Ericsson

TISPAN: 

(none)
ATIS: 

Joe Scolaro, ATIS
TM FORUM:

(none)
Agenda and minutes 

1. Introduction

Knut made a recap of the background and previous meeting – see minutes of the 2 December meeting for this issue.
2. Feedback on AIs

ITU-T SG2: Feedback that it is Ok to move forward with an understanding that we discuss both a superset and a subset of existing definitions.
ATIS: OK to move forward with the proposal.
SA5: Thomas has sent out the information but received no feedback, but Thomas proposed we take it as a silent approval to move forward.

3. Proposal

Knut: we should share the burden to draft two proposals, one for the repertoire and one for the IS template in SA5. SG2 participants could probably draft a repertoire, and the IS template could make a reference to it.
We should consider who is responsible for the repertoire, but it seems likely that SG2 as initiator of this proposal would be happy to take that responsibility.
Thomas: The added definition should be optional (Ericsson proposal). Knut: Yes, we can consider that, no objection so far, but it may depend on the way it is defined.
Edwin presented a draft paper which could be used as a discussion paper to SA5 to introduce the new idea. This was agreed as being in line with our current ideas.
Knut: I wish we can agree on a division of the work at this meeting.

Thomas: I propose that Knut (with help of SG2 members) drafts a proposal for the repertoire and Thomas/Edwin can draft a proposal for an IS template CR. This was agreed.
Edwin: We also want to be involved in the development of this repertoire, to give feedback.

Edwin: One request is also to avoid the use of the words“Data type”. Agreed, but we didn’t have a ready proposal.
Wang Zhili: I would propose to use Abstract type or something like that. Edwin: Maybe “Information type”.  There is also an important marketing aspect of this name. We agreed we need to consider this further.
4. AOB

None
5. Next steps and actions going forward 

Next calls:  20 Jan. CET (Geneva time) 14.00-15.30 (as part of the Common text meeting). We also agreed to move the UML version meeting to be from 15.30 to 16.30 (the same date).
We also agreed to schedule one more meeting: the 4 Feb. from 14.00-16.00 CET (Geneva time)
Action Items:
a) Linda/Joe: Check use of ASN.1 for data type specifications given current OBF practice. – Still open
b) Thomas/Knut: To have draft proposals for the IS template CR and Repertoire sent out by the 13 Jan. - New
