Minutes of Joint Conference Call on Methodology –among ITU-T SG2, 3GPP SA5, TISPAN WG8, TMF mTOP and ATIS TMOC Participants
Date&Time: 2009-02-04 15.00-16.45 CET
Moderator: Knut Johannessen
Minutes taken by: Thomas Tovinger 
Participants:

SG4:

Dave Sidor, Nortel

Knut Johannessen, Telenor
Chen Qiao Gang, ZTE

Wang Zhili, BUPT
SA5:

Thomas Tovinger, Ericsson

TISPAN: 

(none)
ATIS: 

Joe Scolaro, ATIS

Linda Garbanati, Alcatel-Lucent

TM FORUM:

(none)
Agenda and minutes 
1. Review of report of last meeting
The report of the last meeting 09-01-20 was agreed with minor editorial comments.
2. Review of action items

a) Linda/Joe: Check use of ASN.1 for information type specifications given current OBF practice and provide comments to the current type repertoire (e.g. addition types to add).

Linda: We need some good string types. Thomas: But we have the type String in X.4.1 – isn’t that sufficient? And should there not be a reference to X.680 for GeneralString? Knut: Yes, that was the intention. 
Linda: Have not looked at ISO 10646 in great length, so I am not sure. We have had problems in the past with “@” and “_”, are those included in GeneralString? This could be one issue. If someone can inform whether these two characters are included, that would be greatly appreciated. Wang Zhili: we are proposing a general way of expressing some kind of text, not for implementation but abstract types for the IS level. Linda. But why is not “UnrestrictedString type” used? Knut: The intention was to have it a bit restricted, but if there are needs for a more general string we can look into that. So maybe we should use the UnrestrictedCharacterStringType instead (section 44 of X.680). After some discussions, Knut proposed to replace it with UnrestrictedCharacterStringType – agreed.
Linda: What about the ANY type used for Name type in X.4.2? Knut: ANY is proposed because it doesn’t restrict the structure. Agreed.
Linda: By this result, we can close this action item now.

b) Knut: Check possibility of another data conference tool (e.g. Live Meeting). Open – Knut will try WebEx next time. Thomas will also check with the IT dept. why GoToMeeting doesn’t work for him.
3. Review of new draft Annex and CR on Information types

3.1 Annex (Amd2 of M.3020)
Dave: In the opening statement of the new Annex, it talks about additional type and guidelines, but I see no guidelines. Maybe we should remove “guidelines” for now, not to promise too much. Agreed.
Thomas: Any principle behind the choice of upper/lower case for the Keywords? Knut: It’s like in X.680. Agreed.

No other comments.
3.2 SA5 CR on 32.151 (v4 updated at the last conf-call)
AP on Knut: Check naming and date for the Reference [8] to the Amendment 2. Dave: Can we make “Information Types” be included in the title as well? Knut: Will do that.
Thomas: We still need to decide whether we should make it optional or not. Agreed to update the text to refer to the Amd2 text (which currently expresses it as mandatory, with “shall”) and seek SA5’s feedback on that.
Thomas will update the Pseudo CR to v5 with editing instructions from last meeting, esp. updated examples using the latest Information Types, and send it out for email review this week, before submission to SA5’s meeting #63 (16-20 Feb.).
4. UML 2.x
Joe: ATIS has decided to proceed with UML 2.1, and is currently reviewing the MyEclipse tool in order to test its functionality.  Although the latest release of the tool, MyEclipse 7.0 GA, contains UML 2.1, it is not a commercial grade and will require updating.  The next release of MyEclipse in the first quarter of 2009 is expected to contain a commercially available UML 2.1 product.  As soon as more information is available it will be passed on to this group.

Thomas: Will inform SA5 about the agreed recommendation for UML 2.x recorded in the last minutes.
5. AOB

Dave Sidor informed that he will be retiring by the end of February. However, as former ITU-T SG chair, he may still be able to access ITU-T information and join some future conference calls. We all expressed our best wishes for him!
6. Next steps and actions going forward 

Next call:   4 March 15:00-16:30 CET (Geneva time).
Action Items:

a) Knut: Check possibility of another data conference tool (e.g. Live Meeting) – Knut will try WebEx next time. 

b) Thomas: Check with the IT dept. why GoToMeeting doesn’t work for him.
c) Knut: Check naming and date for the Reference [8] to the Amendment 2 in the SA5 32.151 CR on Information Types. Check if “Information Types” can be included in the title as well.
d) Thomas: Update the Pseudo CR to v5 with editing instructions from last meeting, esp. updated examples using the latest Information Types, and send it out for email review this week, before submission to SA5’s meeting #63.
e) Joe: Inform us when ATIS OBF have more experience on how the MyEclipse tool works with UML 2.1.
