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Introduction
As per SG17-R54, clause 4.3, WP3 Chairman was asked to propose an action plan regarding two issues pertaining to Q12/17, essentially:
· TTCN-3 work sent by ETSI through LSs to use the Rec. ITU-T A.25 method.
· As Q12/17 didn’t receive any formal contribution, is it a candidate for deletion?
Therefore, WP3 Chairman action plan is presented in 2 parts.
WP3 Chairman thanks:
· The ETSI MTS community and counsellor for their great collaborative spirit on these issues,
· M. Olivier Dubuisson for his help in offline consultation and his review of this document.
Shall TTCN work use Rec. ITU-T A.25?
WP3 Chairman developed his action plan in the following way
· Consultations with Rapporteur Q12/17
· Understood and assessed the significant extra work of using the Rec. ITU-T A.25 method for adopting ETSI TTCN standards
· Understood the risk for the ETSI MTS contributors to simply stop this joint work with ITU
· Rapporteur Q12/17 proposed WP3 Chairman to participate to ETSI MTS#80 meeting
· As Broadcom is a member of ETSI, WP3 Chairman could participate
· MTS#80 meeting helped WP3 Chairman to understand
· The history of TTCN from ISO to ETSI
· The original method of work by converting the full ETSI text into Recommendation text that led to massive overhead[footnoteRef:1]  [1:  due to inclusion of full ETSI text.  This was subsequently stopped when incorporation by reference was adopted] 

· The conversion method showed that both group of texts would have slight differences that may lead to confusions of some of the users
· The MoU of May 2016 between ETSI and ITU[footnoteRef:2]  [2:  Thanks to ETSI MTS#80 counsellor Mrs. Emmanuelle Chaulot Talmon] 

· Clause 4.2 of the above MoU stipulating a preference to work by Reference:
“However, preference should be given to referencing” 
· The current method of work uses  Rec. ITU-T A.5 with text sent by LS from ETSI MTS to ITU-T SG17.
· Consensus between WP3 Chairman, Q12/17 Rapporteur and ETSI MTS#80 that
· the method of work “by reference using the Rec. ITU-T A.5 method” in place today should not be changed.
· WP3 Chairman then consulted with working method expert in SG17[footnoteRef:3] on the above consensus and the expert confirmed the approach that ETSI MTS was using is the right method.  [3:  Namely and thanks to M. Olivier Dubuisson, Orange.] 

Given the above analysis and consensus, WP3 Chairman position towards the request for TTCN-3 to use Rec. ITU-T A.25 is No Change.
Does Q12/17 meet the deletion conditions for a Question?
WP3 Chairman acknowledged that 
· Q12/17 didn’t receive any contribution in a long time
· But the work has not been terminated between ETSI and ITU (see previous clause).
WP3 Chairman had offline consultations and read carefully WTSA-16 Resolution 1, clause 7.4:
“At a study group meeting, it may be agreed by consensus among those present to delete a Question, e.g. either because work has been terminated or because no contributions have been received at that meeting and at the previous two study group meetings … »

If Q12/17 has not received any contribution, yet, the work has not been terminated and was pursued through Rec. ITU-T A.5 by Liaison Statement, executing from the framework of ETSI and in recognition of the MoU between ITU-T and ETSI.
WP3 Chairman considers that the conditions for the deletion of Q12/17 are de-facto not met and so, the Q12/17 is not in conditions to be deleted. 
Yet, WP3 Chairman recognizes SG17 decided to merge Q11 and Q12 for the next study period. 
WP3 Chairman wondered if the request was for him to evaluate if Resolution 1 clause 7.4 was explicit enough and should be more precise on the modalities of “work has been terminated” noting the many possibilities for work to be continued in practice between SDOs by LS, Recs ITU-T A.5 & A.25, MoU and likely a significant level of legacy. 
_______________________
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