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6.4.1
1 3GPP Work Plan status

Percentage of completion: 15% (previously 5%)

Estimated completion date: SA#64 (June 2014)
Other information: 

2 Technical Progress status

Summary of progress: Important discussions on fundamental concepts and definitions.
Agreement to create consistent definitions of “event” and “notifications”. pCR reworked and proposed.
Agreement to address and consider the detailed proposals from the TR32.859 in the continued work in this workitem.

Continued discussion and elaboration of a new definition of “alarm”.

Outstanding issues: Definition of “alarm” still for final decisions.
3 Minutes

The RG session was held on 24 March 2014, Q4 
	Tdoc
	Title/Discussion/Conclusion
	Source 

	S5-140660
	Proposals from Study on Alarm Management

The document was presented by TeliaSonera.

Agreements to address the detailed proposals from the TR32.859 in the continued work in this workitem. All proposals are candidates for decisions and updates in existing TSs.
The tdoc was noted.

	TeliaSonera

	S5-140661


	pCR for Super CR on 32.111-1 Event definition

The proposal addressed inconsistent definitions of “Event” in TS32.111-1&2. Proposed change was to define “Event” consistent in all related TSs as in 3GPP TS 32.111-2.

Ericsson / Tovinger supported initially the proposal but requested to change the term “occurrence” to “Network occurrence”. Further a change of the related “Note: A notification…” to “Event notification:…”

Alcatel-Lucent / Sudarsan challenged the need for “Network occurrence” and the need of notification specialisation.

NSN / Andrianov articulated views on “Events do not have state” and stateless machines. Ericsson /TSE refined the conceptual differences between alarms and events, related to this context.


	TeliaSonera

	
	· Agreement to have a consistent definition of “event”

· The new elaborated definition of “event” was agreed.

· We agreed to have a new definition of “event notification”.

· We agreed to delete the NOTE under definition of “event”.

NSN / Andrianov proposed to change the definition of notification related to “within a network”. Orange / DT and Alcatel-Lucent shared thoughts on the topic and a proposal was agreed to change “originated within a network entity” to “originated below Itf-N”.
The definition of “event” was reopened. The importance of the word “significance” and “to network operators” in the definition: “Network occurrence that is of significance to network operators” was discussed.
A proposal to change  “network operators”  to “(for example network operators)” was discussed but not agreed.

“Alarm notification” and “event notification” should have similar wording.

Ericsson & NSN noted and proposed editorial changes to use capital initial letters for the definitions. 
The usages of the word “significance” in definition of “event” was addressed for offline discussions.

It was noted that after agreed updates of pCR to TS32.111-1, TS32.111-2 will need to be updated accordingly.
New pCR in S5-140734
	

	S5-140662
	pCR for Super CR on 32111-1 Alarm definition

TeliaSonera presented the proposed CR on a new Alarm definition.

The proposal was identical with the agreed proposal from the TR32.859. Added supporting arguments and papers were included in the proposal.

The reason for this contribution was that at the SA5 meeting #93 a different definition was proposed and not agreed.

TeliaSonera emphasized the need of an easy understandable definition that targets the problem identified and support the actions that will need to be taken. Other technology areas, having adopted the new alarm definition”, are arguing that the new alarm definition must reclaim the general usage of the word “alarm”. This is the single most important task to solve the quality problem related to alarms.

Ericsson / Tovinger shared this view and the goal of our efforts, but raised the concerns that we would have problems to fulfil proposed definition of “Alarm”  with the FM IRP. “It’s just a matter of careful wording.”

Ericsson made notable, that the definition we have elaborated in the TR is not exactly the ANSI/ISA18.2 definition.
	TeliaSonera

	
	Ericsson proposed a modified alarm definition but complemented with a substantial note.
alarm: An alarm signifies an undesired state in a resource for which an operator remedial action is required (note 1).

Note 1: Use of this definition is to emphasize a key requirement that operators (above Itf-N) should not be informed about an undesired resource state unless it requires operator's attention/action. Use of such emphasis does not exclude this case: In certain context, it is not possible for alarm reporters (below Itf-N) to know if a particular undesired resource state requires or does not require operators' attention/action. In such context, the NM will receive alarms that do not require operator's attention/action.
A general discussion followed on the compliance to the original proposal in the TR32.859. 
NSN / Andrianov commented that the note was partly a negation of the definition and the Ericsson proposal is not feasible as a clear definition.
Decision:  Offline discussion is needed to progress work.
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