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With several recent change requests at TSG#30 (12/05) and TSG#31 (3/06) stimulating discussions, 3GPP addressed the issue of wording in the work item of fixed broadband access to IMS.

3GPP recommends the following to when writing change requests to 3GPP specifications :
1. 3GPP prefers that conditions are explicitly described. A good example for a wording in such context is from 23.228 "Reference Architecture and procedures when the NAT is invoked between the UE and the IMS domain"
As fall back an explicit line reference to the 3GPP work item (and the originating context) could be considered :

· "For fixed broadband access to IMS,......,"

· "For fixed broadband access to IMS as considered by the TISPAN NGN,...."

· "For fixed broadband access to IMS as considered by CableLabs PacketCable"
2. Substantial changes to the current 3GPP definition of the term UE in TR21.905 would have too wide-ranging consequences in 3GPP specifications and system concept to be accepted. Therefore a reference to outside definition of UE in the context of fixed broadband to IMS should be added to 21.905 UE definition : 
· For definition of UE in the context of fixed broadband access to IMS as considered by TISPAN NGN, please refer to ETSI TR180 000
3. "NGN" should be avoided in 3GPP specifications, as NGN is a wide ranging concept of various meanings

4. "In 3GPP, " shall not be used, as it appears to be an inappropriate qualifier in a 3GPP spec

3GPP looks forward to continue the fruitful collaboration in the area of fixed broadband access to IMS

