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6.04.1
1 Progress status

Percentage of completion: 100% (previously 90%)

Summary of progress: A new requirements template has been defined in TS 32.155, and a new TS 32.153 has been defined for Solution Set templates, rules and guidelines. 
Outstanding issues: None.
2 Minutes

The RG session was held on 19 Feb., Q3.
	Tdoc
	Title/Discussion/Conclusion
	Source 

	S5-091381
	pCR 32.153 Cleanup before approval 

Presented by Thomas

Discussion:
· Thomas and others: The last change after C.2.1.1 (the deletion) seems wrong and should be revoked. Agreed.
· No more comments.

Conclusion: Agreed for update with the above comment, in S5-091685
	Ericsson

	S5-091382
	32.153 Presentation sheet for approval
Presented by Thomas

Discussion:

· Shuqiang and Thomas: Some of the text has not been filled in according to the template. This should be completed before the closing plenary. The title should probably be the same as the TS title. Agreed.
· Frode: Is this the latest template? Reply: Yes, should be according to the latest SA5 template, and this was confirmed by Shuqiang.
Conclusion: Agreed for update with the above comment, in S5-091686.
	Ericsson

	S5-091383
	32.150 CR delete parts moved to 32.153
Presented by Thomas

Discussion:

· No comments.
Conclusion: Agreed for approval
	Ericsson

	S5-091384
	32.151 Minor corrections CR
Presented by Thomas

Discussion:

· No comments.

Conclusion: Agreed for approval
	Ericsson

	S5-091385
	32.155 CR Simplified requirements template
Presented by Thomas

Discussion:

· Thomas: The ref. [8] to M.3020 Amendment should be updated with the correct title and date (which was not available at the time of writing the CR). Agreed.
· Shuqiang: A text box “End of modifications” should be added at the end. Agreed.

Conclusion: Agreed for update with the above comment, in S5-091687.
	Ericsson

	S5-091386
	32.151 'Pseudo CR' Introduce Information types
Presented by Thomas

Discussion:

· In general, the proposal was well received.
· Thomas forwarded one comment from Jörg Schmidt, who had to be in the other parallel session: It would be better if we could reuse existing table columns and rename them to Information Type, or combine Information Type with other existing column headings. This suggestion was agreed, and we also discussed and proposed what the result should be: 
· a) For Attribute definitions, we combine it in the third column, resulting in “Information Type / Legal values”, and we add an instruction before the table stating that Information Type is mandatory while Legal values is optional.
· b) For the other tables, we reuse existing columns – Information type for op. input parameters stays, and Matching information is renamed to Information Type.
Conclusion: Agreed with above changes, to produce an updated “pseudo CR” proposal in S5-091688, if possible to the closing OAM plenary, or otherwise next week for email approval (still as pseudo CR). In any case it should be sent to ITU-T for agreement, and after that agreement it will be submitted to SA5 again for formal CR approval (target SA5#64).
	Ericsson

	S5-091387
	Methodology coordination meeting reports
Presented by Thomas

Discussion:

· We should consider upgrading the SA5 UML repertoire to support UML 2.x, in addition to 1.5. This has been proposed to SA5 for consideration by the joint methodology alignment conference calls. Thomas agreed to take an action point to submit the UML 2.x presentation from the joint methodology conference call, as a contribution to next SA5 meeting for further consideration.
Conclusion: Noted.
	Ericsson

	S5-091388
	ITU-T M.3020 New Amendment 1 and 2 for info
Presented by Thomas

Discussion:

· Frode: Is there any rule for mapping from the newly proposed Information Types from IS level to SS level? Thomas: This is a good question and we currently don’t have any written statement about that. Once the Information Types are agreed we need to consider if we need more rules for that (and we can of course consider this already now). After some discussions, a general feeling seemed to be that the SS level data types should be consistent with the IS level Information Types, not conflicting with them but do not have to be “as close as possible” to the IS level types. For example, the SS level type for a string could include a subset of the character set supported by the IS level type. We should consider if a rule for this is necessary.
Conclusion: Noted.
	Ericsson


3 Action items

	Item
	Description
	Release
	Owner
	Status 
	Target 

	63.1
	Submit the UML 2.x presentation from the joint methodology conference call, as a contribution to next SA5 meeting for further consideration.
	Rel-9
	Rapporteur
	New
	SA5#64
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