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The CN working groups have taken note of the advice from CN #16, and almost all the corrections to Release 4 and earlier specifications were essential corrections. The only exceptions were two CRs (with mirrors) which were to remedy the incorrect implementation of a previously agreed CR. This was in marked contrast to the situation in SA, where several CRs were rejected because the rejection would not lead to "frequent and serious misoperation"! Having said that, the number of CRs against Release 4 and earlier is still higher than we would like; GPRS has the doubtful distinction of attracting the largest number of corrective CRs.

As expected, there was a large number of CRs to tidy up Release 5, especially in the IMS area from CN1 and CN4. Several of the CRs from CN1 were controversial, mainly because of comments from the rapporteur of 24.229, who did not attend the CN1 meeting where the CRs were agreed for submission to CN plenary. One of the CRs (on forking) was referred back to CN1 for further work; some others were revised during the meeting before being approved. All the CN4 CRs on IMS were approved, except for one CR to 23.008 and a linked CR to 29.228, on Subscribed Media. These CRs were sent with an LS to SA2 after they were agreed in CN4. SA2 were not able to reach consensus on the level of detail which should be used to define the subscribed media, but they were sure that they didn't like what CN4 had proposed! The CRs were referred back to CN4 for further discussion in the light of the LS from SA2.

Almost all of the CRs submitted by CN4 for approval were approved; two exceptions are mentioned above. A further CR which was referred back for further study is the one against MAP (linked to one against the stage 2 for handover, which was endorsed by CN4 and submitted by CN1) to carry the information on selected/supported codecs at inter-MSC handover/relocation. 

A few more CRs were revised after being approved by CN4, and submitted to CN as company contributions. These company contributions were approved, because they resolved minor points with the CRs which were approved by CN4. The CN chairman voiced concern that the number of CRs submitted by companies, rather than by working groups, was too high; we should try to avoid the need for such inputs by more thorough review in CN4.

Panasonic raised a concern over the lack of defined signalling to inform the MS that an SGSN does not support MO SMS. This was referred back to CN1 with a request that they study how such signalling could be provided.

Relations between 3GPP and the IETF are becoming rather strained. An LS from several IETF Area Directors (available as N4-021207) raises a particular concern with the way that they perceive 3GPP is abusing SIP. The CN chairman drafted a response, which SA approved to be sent to the IETF; there will be a joint session of CN1 and SA2 in Bangkok to decide how 3GPP specificationa can be adapted to improve interoperability between "3GPP SIP" and "IETF SIP".

The process for managing the development of the protocol for the Lr interface will be discussed at the working level between the CN4 chairman and his equivalent in LIF.

The two CRs to 29.060 which CN4 submitted for approval to trigger the creation of a Release 6 version of the specification were redirected by CN to Release 5. The benefit of avoiding the creation of another specification version was seen as enough to justify applying the changes to Release 5.

The calendar of collocated meetings of CN working groups in 2003 was trimmed; the probability that Release 6 will be put to bed in June 2003 is low (although SA reserved judgment on when it will be put to bed), so CN decided that there was no need for two sets of collocated meetings between the March 2003 and June 2003 TSG plenaries. The set of collocated CN WG meetings in April 2003 has therefore been cancelled. There is still scope for WGs to arrange additional "solo" meetings as needed; such meetings should be easier to arrange than a gathering of the 100+ members of CN1, CN2, CN3 and CN4.

With the completion of CAMEL phase 4, it is likely that the workload of CN2 will decrease substantially next year, because there are no plans for CAMEL phase 5. I made an informal proposal on the CN mailing list that we should consider merging CN2 and CN4 after March 2003. CN recommended that this proposal (and any other possible re-organisation of CN working groups) should be discussed further in the working groups.

A workshop on the future evolution of mobile communications (held on the Monday afternoon of the SA meeting) struggled to make progress; it did little more than agree the terms of reference for the ad hoc group on future evolution. There will be another meeting of the ad hoc group in the weekend between CN #18 and SA #18.

The report from the Head of MCC to SA included a warning that the escalating number of specifications to be managed, and CRs to be implemented, is putting a dangerous load on the MCC, which has to work within a constant (or for next year a possibly reduced) budget.

