JSG Minutes – Naples, Italy

May 24-26, 1999

1.1 Jim Moulton opened the meeting.  The group reviewed the action items from the last meeting.   The status of the action items from Palo Alto are as follows:

· Minutes reference 1.4:  No progress on the validation report has been made.  Currently no validation work has been completed.  Action:  Group to review the format of the validation report produced for SV4.   The validation report for SV6 will follow the same format. 

· Minutes reference 2.1:  Jim M. sent a flimsy to the security group concerning CONOPs security material.

· Minutes reference 2.3:  No progress on group action to scrub the ‘hot trio’ management requirements analysis papers; WP11-8, WP11-10, WP11-9, WP11-14.  Action:  Group will review this week.

· Minutes reference 2.6:  Jim M. to write flimsy on accounting management to WG1.  Complete?

· Minutes reference 3.3:  Jim M. to bring open issue of FastMIP in the ground routers to Naples.  Complete?

· Minutes reference 3.9:  Actions for MO proposals from Stephane T. and Pam T. Complete.

· Minutes reference 3.10:  Action for group to review 12060-6.  Incomplete. 

· Minutes reference 3.11:  Action for Tony K. to update SV6:  Incomplete.

· Minutes reference 4.1:  Action for Jim M. to produce updates for CORE and SV1 for timer requirements:  Incomplete.

· Minutes reference 4.2:  Action for Stephane T. to produce text on trouble tickets for SV6.  Stephane suggested there was no time to adequately address trouble ticketing before ATNP/3.  He suggested trouble tickets be deferred as future work.  The group accepted this proposal.

1.2 The group drafted a flimsy (Flimsy 12-1) to WG1 on the scope of the Systems Management work to be completed for ATNP/3.  The flimsy also identified future work.

1.3 Action:  Group to review updated SV1 and CORE SARPs and provide comments by Spain.  Updates included were for ATN Security Provisions.

1.4 Action:  Stephane T. to coordinate with  J. Piram on how to handle potential bulk file transfer mechanisms for Systems Management.

1.5 Concerning accounting management.  WG1 has decides issues for charging are not for ATNP.  Accounting management does not need to draw conclusions about the coordination between accounting management and charging.  However, system management still needs to capture accounting information.

1.6 Action:  Stephane T. to write a section on security management based on Ketan N.’s paper on Security Management Requirements. (WP11-14).

1.7 Group reviewed paper WP12-03:  Proposed Application BMIB.  Comments were accepted on the paper.  Action: Pam T. to update this paper and coordinate with Frederic P. on application requirements.  

1.8 Group reviewed paper WP12-04:  ATN Cross Domain MIB.  The group liked the organization of the Cross-Domain MIB.  Action: Pam T. to incorporate application MO’s into the ‘End System’ MO’s.  Tony asked if the octets counter should be kept between partners in the ‘Linkage’ MO.  Tony also asked about security issues on the RIB/FIB dumps.  Stephane replied the information would be filtered and formatted for the routers of interest.  Tony K. suggested a super class – potentially “ATN System” – that would include common elements of BIS and ES.  Action: Stephane T. to do analysis for this superclass.  Tony K.  suggested giving this paper to WG1 to get their approval before basing the rest of the MO definitions on this structure.  Jim M. directed Stephane to put the paper on the server.  Jim M. presented this work to the WG1 as available on the server for comments.

1.9 Stephane T. presented paper WP12-05: Proposed ATN Systems Management Objects Registration Scheme by Frederic P.  The paper proposed an extension to the naming scheme in SV4 to support the identification of the MO’s.  A question was raised concerning the assignment of the private or validation arc.  Does the ATNP want to take on the role of registration authority for the MOs?  Tony K. stated SV4 currently registered AE qualifiers for the applications, however they are fairly static.  Tony K. questioned if a small ATNP group should take on this role.  Action for Jim M. to write a flimsy to WG1.  Action:  Tony K. to add the proposed naming and addressing into SV4 and SV6.

1.10    Stephane presented the Thomas Belitz paper of Comments on the CONOPs.  Following are the actions determined for each of the comments.  The JSG reply to the comment in section:

· Purpose and Scope:  Stephane explained the scope of the CONOPs is more general.  It explains what system management is, the scope of ATN system management and the definition of cross domain systems management.  SV6 is the document that focuses on the standardization of cross domain system management.  

· Section 3.4.1:  It was not the intention of the author to imply ‘active’ management versus ‘passive’ management.  The CONOPs text will be updated to reflect the original intention.

· Section 4.2.2.1:  Stephane will add an example for the modification of management information (cross domain).  The example will be:  A capability for an organization to set attributes in an event forwarding discriminator MO.

· Section 4.4.3.3.  The new structure of the Cross Domain MIB will be put into this section.

· Section 5.1.  Comment in this section is ignored.  Concerns addressed in later sections.

· Section 5.2.5.2.3.2.  Editor will remove text in parenthesis.

· Section 5.4.2.  Comment is in agreement with text.

· Section 5.5.3.5.1  Stephane will add an example in the text add clarification.

Action:  Stephane T. will issue version 1.1 of the CONOPs for the next JSG meeting.  Version 2.0 will be produced for Spain.

1.11  Group reviewed structure of SV6.  Action:  Tony will review the structure of SV6 and incorporate the new developed material for the next meeting. 

1.12  Group reviewed structure of the Guidance material.  The supporting text for proving the validity of FastMIP profile will be removed from guidance.  This information will be referenced in a validation report.  Action:  Tony will include this reference in the validation report.  This will address the concern of the guidance material’s growing proportions.  The section on requirements for application management will be updated with Pam T.s paper.  Action:  Pam T. asked to have Frederic review the paper before it’s inclusion in the guidance.

Tuesday, May 25, 1999

2.1 The group reviewed the Fault Management Requirements Analysis (WP11-10) for the inclusion of requirements into SV6.  Requirements were divided into SV6 as recommendations for local management, and into the guidance.  Action:  Tony K. to update guidance and SV6 with the appropriate requirements and recommendations.

2.2 The group reviewed the Performance Management Requirements Analysis (WP11-8)  for the inclusion of requirements into SV6.  Requirements were divided into SV6 as recommendations for local management, and into the guidance.   Action:  Tony K. to update guidance and SV6 with the appropriate requirements and recommendations.

2.3  The group reviewed the Accounting Management Requirements Analysis (WP11-9)  for the inclusion of requirements into SV6.  Requirements were divided into SV6 as recommendations for local management, and into the guidance.  Action:  Tony K. to update guidance and SV6 with the appropriate requirements and recommendations.

2.4 The group reviewed the Security Management Requirements Analysis (WP11-14) for the inclusion of requirements into SV6.  There were a number of questions on the status of the paper.  Action:  Pam T. to write a flimsy to the security subgroup to ask for clarification on the status of this paper.

Wednesday, April 26, 1999

3.1 The group reviewed the action items from this 12th meeting of the JSG.

3.2  Action:  Group to review the format of the validation report produced for SV4.   The validation report for SV6 will follow the same format. 

3.3 Action:  Group will review ‘hot trio’ this week.  Completed.

3.4 Action:  Jim M. to write flimsy on accounting management to 
WG1.  Complete?

3.5 Action:  Jim M. to bring open issue of FastMIP in the ground routers to Naples.  Complete?

3.6 Action:  Group to review 12060-6. 

3.7 Action:  Jim M. to produce updates for CORE and SV1 for timer requirements.  Incomplete.

3.8 Action:  Group to review updated SV1 and CORE SARPs and provide comments by Spain.  Updates included were for ATN Security Provisions.

3.9 Action:  Stephane T. to coordinate with  J. Piram on how to handle potential bulk file transfer mechanisms for Systems Management.

3.10  Action:  Stephane T. to write a section for CONOPs on security management based on Ketan N.’s paper on Security Management Requirements. (WP11-14).

3.11  Action:  Pam T. to update WP12-3: Proposed Application BMIB and coordinate with Frederic P. on application requirements.

3.12  Action:  Stephane T. will issue version 1.1 of the CONOPs for the next JSG meeting.  Version 2.0 will be produced for Spain.  

3.13  Action:  Jim M. to write a flimsy to WG1 on the potential need for a registration authority for managed object identification. 

3.14  Action:  Tony K. to add the proposed naming and addressing into SV4 and SV6.

3.15  Action:  Tony will review the structure of SV6 and incorporate the new developed material for the next meeting. 

3.16  Action:  Tony include the reference for the STNA work on the applicability of the ULCS for CMIP in the validation report.  This will address the concern of the guidance material’s growing proportions.  The section on requirements for application management will be updated with Pam T.s paper.  

3.17  Action:  Pam T. to write a flimsy to the security subgroup to ask for clarification on the status 

3.18  Action:  Pam T. to get CORE and SV1 updates for System Management timer requirements and circulate.

3.19  Action:  Group to circulate Cross Domain framework within organizations for acceptance.

3.20  Action:  Tony K. to setup ad hoc System Management meeting in Europe.

3.20  The group agreed on the next meeting date of July 20-22 in Toulouse.

