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S5-161050 (Ericsson): 

Orange commented that keeping update newly deployed AP instances, how can we keep the inventory database updated?

Revised since the spec version on the CR cover is wrong.

S5-161053 (Ericsson): Huawei asked whether this affects only the 28 series. Ericsson commented that they had focused on the 28 series, and will do the 32 series later on if they find it necessary.
A new number was given to create the Rel-13 mirror of this CR and the rest of the pack.

S5-161057 (Ericsson): Revised like the others to remove the "editorial" type of changes (it's a cat-F CR). 
S5-161070 (Cisco): changed the title to give it a more meaningful meaning, also to add the clauses affected. Ericsson proposed to change the reasons for change to male it more detailed.
S5-161071 (Cisco): Ericsson commented that they needed to add TS 36.300 to the table. Cisco found that this could contradict the previous CR so they decided not to pursue this contribution's proposal.
S5-161107 (Ericsson,Orange,Nokia networks): Huawei commented that if the definition of MoC is similar to IoC,why do we need another definition? Ericsson commented that MoC is used in every solution set, it's everywhere. They are related in the mapping in the solution set although they are completely different terms. Some other comments from Huawei were also addressed in the revision.
MCC proposed to reword the MOC definition to align it with the 3GPP drafting rules on definitions.

S5-161109(Ericsson,Orange,Nokia networks):Huawei commented that the SupportIOC column seems to have the same text as the original content. Revised to introduce the correct version of the spec (13.0.0).
S5-161138 (Orange): Nokia Networks commented that it is not possible to mention a private document in a normative specification (on the TMF reference). It was commented that all TMF references should be moved to a Bibliography clause, otherwise TMF should allow SA5 to duplicate some text. An action point was raised. Huawei commented that approved documents in TMF are public, but only for members. The document was not pursued awaiting results from the action point on TMF. The mirror CRs were not pursued as a result of this.
S5-161156 (PI Works): Nokia asked if 32.446 had been checked. PI Works commented that the counters don't allow the aggregation across multiple counters (e.g. daily throughput wouldn't be able to be checked). The contribution was revised to address Nokia's comments.
S5-161157 (PI Works): It was noted that this error should be corrected in previous releases as well, making this CR a mirror CR and creating new CRs.

