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1
Background
The work for the IMS Communication Service Identifier has been ongoing within CT1 for one year with very limited progress of the stage 3 work.  In CT#34 one CR was approved (agreement of the coding according to media feature tag format), and it was stated that work should progress based on this in 3GPP unless an IETF solution could be achieved within the Rel-7 timeframe.
Draft-rosenberg-sipping-service-identification-00 (rosenberg draft) was released on January 19, 2007. The draft was discussed at the CT1#45, but due to identified technical concerns, no agreement could be reached. The group could neither agree to progress the work for the current solution using media feature tags.
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Discussion

A proposal from RIM at CT1#45, to use the rosenberg draft, has the following deficiencies:

· Mandating of GRUU.
· Mandating of loose routing.
· Partly rely on the use of Presence for conveying IMS communication service identifiers.
· Inserting the service URN as a route header breaks the present behavior of the P-CSCF which will either replace the received route header with the Service route entries stored in the P-CSCF, or reject the call. This will also lead to backward compatibility problems with pre Rel-7 P-CSCFs.
· Inserting the service URN as a route header create problems with topology hiding.
· The rosenberg draft is using the Require header to indicate the IMS communication service identifier. Consequently, each service needs a standard track RFC.
· A RIM-profiling of the rosenberg draft proposes that the Service URN is added as a parameter to the Request URI to indicate the IMS communication service identifier. Consequently, a new URI parameter needs an RFC.

· Not clear if the rosenberg draft and the RIM-profiling are compatible since the rosenberg draft does not explicit specify this possibility.
· The rosenberg draft is the 1st iteration of a personal draft. When the draft can be stable and how the final solution then will look like is very speculative and uncertain.
Based on the above concerns, the rosenberg draft shall not be adopted by 3GPP as is, as all mechanisms proposed in the draft are of major concerns from a 3GPP point if view. Updating the draft to address these concerns is not seen feasible in the Rel-7 timeframe.
3

Proposal
GSMA requested the completion of this work within Rel-7 (LS-CP060679). It is proposed that the solution using media feature tags according to RFC 3840 and RFC 3841 is progressed, as completion of the rosenberg draft is not possible by the Rel-7 deadline. Work must now progress in CT1 and as such, the co-signed companies on this contribution are requesting CT plenary to approve the company CR in CP-070164 to have a better basis for completion of the IMS Communication Service Identifier by the June plenary. This would be in line with the agreement from CT#34.

The CR in CP-070164 is an updated version of C1-070632 from CT1#45 where the comments given at the CT1#45 are incorporated.
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