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Summary

There were approximately 65 attendees at the SA2 IMS Ad Hoc. Thanks to the delegates for good cooperation and working long hours! Companies represented at the meeting: Telefonica, Huawei, Ericsson, Lucent, Samsung, T-Mobile, Cisco, Orange, NEC, Motorola, ZTE, Qualcomm, KDDI, Fujitsu, CableLabs, RIM, OKI, China Mobile, Alcatel, Siemens,  DoCoMo, LG Electronics, TeliaSonera, Stoke Inc., Telecom Italia, Nokia, Infineon Technologies, Nortel, CATT, TNO, Telcordia, Orange-ft, Converse, Stoke, Bridgeport.
The session was chaired by Shabnam Sultana from Ericsson.

A large number of documents were not handled due to lack of time. As such, all agenda items in this meeting will need meeting time for the next meeting.

Agenda for the drafting session:
Monday, 26th June, 2006

14:00 – 15:00 : 8.3.1, 8.3.5, 8.3.6
!5:30 – end of the day (probably run into 20:00) : 8.3.4
Wednesday, 28th June, 2006
08:00 – 10:30 : 8.3.2, 8.3.3
11:00 – 12:30? : 8.3.3, revised documents if available
Late documents will only be handled if there is time at the end of the session
NOTE 1: The length of the session will depend on the number of contributions. 

Note 2: Any incoming LS will be taken into account with the specific agenda topic.

*Note 3: if there is spare time on any of the sub-agenda, the next topic will start. As such the start time for each sub-agenda is tentative and dependent on documents on the previous sub-agenda.
Key Points to be addressed in the plenary
Revised/LS response documents from the drafting session
The following documents need to be handled in the meeting: -

	  Document         number
	    Type
	    Title
	    Company
	TS/TR
	   Status

	S2-062429


	LS Response
	LS on dynamic S-CSCF selection in the case of AS originating request
	Nokia
	
	return

	S2-062430
	LS 
	Draft LS to CT1 on the issue of Initial SDP in the AS originated request and in general for IMS
	Lucent
	
	return

	S2-062431
	CR
	Dynamic Service Activation Information (DSAI)
	Telecom Italia
	23.228
	return

	S2-062432
	LS response
	CT4 LS on Stage 2 impacts of the Dynamic Service Activation Information (DSAI) feature
	Telecom Italia
	
	Content Dependent on 2431 status

	S2-062433
	LS
	LS on Mutliple registrations in IMS
	Qualcomm
	23.228
	return

	S2-062434
	CR
	Corrections to Border Control Functions for Originating Session Flows
	Nortel
	23.228
	Agreed

	S2-062435
	CR
	Corrections to Border Control Functions for Originating Session Flows
	Nortel
	23.228
	Agreed

	S2-062023
	P-CR
	Introducing the TAS into the normative specifications
	Ericsson
	23.818
	agreed

	S2-062442
	CR
	ICE and Outbound NAT Traversal
	Cable Labs
	23.228
	Return

	S2-062522
	CR
	IMS Transit Routing Function
	Lucent
	23.228
	Return

	S2-062428
	P-CR
	AS Originating requests on behalf of a user
	Nokia
	23.228
	Return

	S2-062521
	CR
	Clarifications to local number handling
	Nokia, Ericsson
	23.228
	Return

	S2-062523
	CR
	Incorporate GRUU defintion
	Cable labs, RIM, Cisco
	23.228
	Return

	S2-062524
	CR
	Incorporate GRUU functionality into Registration flows
	RIM, Cable Labs, Cisco
	23.228
	Return

	S2-062022
	Other
	TR 23.818 v.0.4.0 "Optimisations and Enhancements for Real-time IMS communication"
	Rapporteur
	23.818
	agreed

	S2-062436
	CR
	Introduction of the Telephony Application Server into Normative text
	Ericsson
	23.228
	Agreed

	S2-062438
	P-CR
	Furthering the discussion on the dynamic allocation of users to application servers
	Ericsson
	23.818
	Return

	S2-062439
	P-CR
	IMS behaviour at loss of signalling bearer
	Ericsson
	23.818
	return

	S2-062437
	P-CR
	Network-Initiated QoS in the Context of IMS
	Ericsson, Qualcomm
	23.818
	Agreed

	S2-062438
	DISCUSSION / APPROVAL
	Clarifications to "Operational Efficient Allocation of Users to Application Servers" in TR 23.818
	Nortel
	23.818
	return

	S2-062440
	P-CR
	PCC Optimizations for notification of Loss of Signaling communication towards the UE
	Ericsson
	23.818
	Return

	S2-062441
	TR
	Study on architecture impacts of Service Brokering
	Telcordia
	23.8de
	Return

	S2-062543
	CR
	Incorporation of GRUU for session initiation
	RIM
	23.228
	Return

	
	
	
	
	
	


Document List & Discussion Details in the Drafting Session
	A.I.
	TD #
	Type
	Title
	Source
	Spec
	CR #
	Rel
	Summary

	01
	--
	------
	Opening of the meeting
	----------
	-
	-
	-
	

	02
	--
	------
	Approval of the agenda
	----------
	-
	-
	-
	-

	08.3
	--
	------
	Selected IMS related topics
	----------
	-
	-
	-
	-

	
	
	
	
	
	
	
	
	

	08.3.1
	--
	------
	IMS, IMS2
	----------
	-
	-
	-
	-

	08.3
	S2-062347
	LS In
	LS on dynamic S-CSCF selection in the case of AS originating request
	CT WG4 (C4-060840, Nokia)
	
	
	
	Open, related to 2207, response 2429

	08.3
	S2-062349
	LS In
	LS on Multimedia Telephony Supplementary Services
	TSG CT (CP-060364, Ericsson)
	
	
	
	Noted

	08.3.1,08.2
	S2-062019
	DISCUSSION
	Potential Architectural improvements for VCC
	Ericsson
	-
	-
	Rel-7
	T-Mobile: it is a very good approach, PNM solution also needs something, so good to have common solution. How would you treat non-voice IMS services, what about CS services? Good points to raise. Motorola: Where is IA located? Is this related to the new WID proposed (centralised service). IA could be something like a MGCF. Intention was not for the WID study..Motorola: can you reuse the VCC work so far? IA and TA would reside in the CS Adaptation.Siemens: CS registration is somehow covered by the new entity and we have new status twice? It is trying to provide consistent way of handling it. Nokia: don’t like additional entities between UE and IMS elements. Can we adapt the mechanism we have now?:how would the registration work? Do you need to send registration or message in IMS when UE CS registered?: do we need a TA if there is no CS?  Up for discussion, we have not formulated any opinion.Is it PSTN emulation service? No, it was not meant to be that.

Most preferred Proposal from the drafing group is to study this in the new Services WID.

	08.3.1
	S2-062077
	DISCUSSION
	Use cases for Multiple Registrations
	QUALCOMM Europe
	23.228
	-
	-
	Noted

 is the first use case about radio break or? Two use cases, one on service level and one with maintaining same IP address across different accesses.part of the disussion ongoing in SAE, do you propose one solution for IMS and rest a different one?

When there is no IP mobility then it allows a solution now for Rel-7. this is solving an IMS issue we need one. only the first use case is relevant, the other ones are already possible as long as you have different private user ID. Is this something that needs to come from SA1 before going to other WGs? Cablelabs: not a new service reqmt, but an architectural improvement.last use case, imporving network redundancy using this mechanism is odd, why needed? the number of security assoications that will be required from UE is not trivial.

	08.3.1
	S2-062176
	CR
	Dynamic Service Activation Information (DSAI)
	Telecom Italia
	23.228
	0598
	Rel-7
	Related to 2374 (we also considered at 2369 but due to network being unavailable, it could not be presented., which is same as 2176 cosigned by Telefonica)

:Is the intention only for one AS to act/deact its own app or is it intention that it can do any application act/deac.?
: no such restriction, any number of apps can be act/deact..

: this solution points more and more towards the broker studies.

: is this really optimisation issue? Any real benefit for the network? it is dependent on the application.. it does benefit the network and it does not need to be tied to the SB discussion. Do you need to inform the charging system that the service has been activated? no intention to do this. when deactivated, is it permanent or will it be activated at next registration? it is a permanent change unless AS changes. you are changing the operator’s provisioning, that is not good and cause for concerns. You could harm the system/user with provisioning changes.why do we need to do it in two places, AS and HSS for provisioning? an AS to application is not one to one relation as such this is getting difficult. Is this something to discuss in SA1?

Revised number 2431

Return

	08.3.1
	S2-062213
	DISCUSSION
	Solution for session continuity using multiple simultaneous registrations
	Ericsson
	-
	-
	-
	Noted

step 3 for outbound is that complete or you need more info? You could also use the P-Access Network Info header. It would work for single device, but if multiple devices are registering then u need instance ID. IMPI and S-CSCF does not associate the registration today. Nokia: do we need an application level solution or can we only do with IP-CAN solution.

supports and believes more useful for realtime apps. MIP may not be enough and we should go ahead with the session level solution. Do we need this or is MIP enough, since this does not work for simultaneous accesses.

	08.3.1
	S2-062214
	CR
	Support of multiple simultaneous registrations
	Ericsson
	23.228
	0604
	Rel-7
	Noted

 what do you mean by Multiple Registrations. Cable labs supports this with some updates to the word changes. Is GRUU a problem? CableLabs: in this case Reg Id/Instance ID will be used to identify separation with same GRUU. We need to be more explicit to say that it is the same UE/IMPU/IMPI etc.

not convinced that it is needed. Why/how do we do streaming etc.? Others believe it is more efficient and better solution.

Will we use MIP and this session level solution to work together? This will be used for 3 use cases described. It is very complex to implement. Terminal will know if the outbound server will support this, so we do not see the complexity in this and neither has that been proven..
LS to SA1, SA3, CT1 in 2433.

	08.3.1
	S2-062226
	CR
	Addition of FBC indication by AS
	Orange
	23.228
	0606
	Rel-7
	Late

	08.3.1
	S2-062237
	CR
	Corrections to Border Control Functions for Originating Session Flows
	Nortel
	23.228
	0607
	Rel-6
	Revised 2434 to fix the wording in step 3 and update the Work Item code, approved from drafting group

	08.3.1
	S2-062238
	CR
	Corrections to Border Control Functions for Originating Session Flows
	Nortel
	23.228
	0608
	Rel-7
	Revised to 2435 (mirror to previous one), approved from drafting group

	08.3.1
	S2-062254
	CR
	The use of CSI IEs for the efficient communication with CSI capable UE
	LG Electronics
	23.228
	0609
	Rel-7
	is there an agreement of this in CSI yet? parts of it agreed, it can be used for IMS. it is more the CSI capabilitiies exchange in the CSI spec, then it does not get tied down with CSI details like IMS status.

Group prefers to discuss this in the CSI IW WID.

Noted here, need further discussion and agreement in the CSI session.

	
	S2-062374
	LS In
	CT4 LS on Stage 2 impacts of the Dynamic Service Activation Information (DSAI) feature
	CT4
	
	
	
	2176 related to this.

 Does this cause complete download of the profile everytime you activate DSAI. it does not cause full download, if this is does too often then it is not optimisation anymore and does not add value anymore.

 is this not another way of doing subsequesnt filter criteria which we avoided doing (dynamic session change?). No, it does not affect ongoing session? how does this interact with Service Broker concept, if any? TI is open to have this studied within SB. some say it is related.

Response in 2432 (content dependent on the conclusion of 2431, either a agreed CR or the investiation will be done under service borker work)

	08.3.2
	--
	------
	IMS System Enhancements for Fixed Broadband Access to IMS [FBI]
	----------
	-
	-
	-
	-

	08.3.2
	S2-062032
	CR
	ICE and Outbound NAT Traversal
	CableLabs
	23.228
	0590
	Rel-7
	Why using STUN draft and not the RFC? STUN bis is being upated to make it general and then use TURN for usage. About a few updates in general in the document, non technical. Section G.1, editor’s note should be redone as normative text, describe if they can co-exist or only one can be enough, some description on that to be added (UE implications, roaming, co-existance). What is meant by “when purely operator controlled..”? remove Wireless. Section G.2.2, do we need to reflect PCC here as well? G.2.a the Remote UE in the diagram do not need STUN/TURN, so should be shown optional, add another NAT on the remote UE. Is STUN/PCSCF in the same location mandatory? Yes, they need to have the same port and as such must be located together, NAT binding must be in the same location. Is STUN server needed in the UE? Yes, as it relies on the connectivity. G.3.1, do not make the changes as proposed, not needed. Sec. G.5.1, visited network NAT, what is meant by it, clarify, remove second bullet, move the whole section in the beginning of the Annex. Rephrase that this solution should not add additional delay. Add requirement on uni/bidirectional traffic.Sec.G5.2, last section should be rephrased, off line. Fix the hanging paragraph problem. Sec.G.5.2.1, first one is not related to ICE? So separate them according to ICE or not. G.5.4.4, Does Originating UE always uses ICE? Yes. It is ignored by the remote UE that do not understand it, as such no compatibility issue if Remote UE is implemented correctly. Add PCC link and indicate that it is optional, so some rephrasing needed. G.5.3, do we need all functions for Outbound? Yes, it should use at its entirity. Instance Id and .Regist. Id.are needed for NAT? Yes, they feel both are needed for it to work. P-CSCF STUN server renamed to STUN functions. Media path TURN and STUN servers are kept separate, as they are separate entities and can be separate entities. List STUN functions required in P-CSCF. Add in 5.3.3 the UE’s discovery of P-CSCF and S-CSCF support of STUN. 6.1 first sentences moved in the sec.6. Step 6, is it to do with Operator controlled case? Not related to that and the timer is part of the Outbound procedure of Keep Alive. How would UE know? It is usually predefined and rarely changed. Make Operator defined as an example. 7.2, add text that both end supports ICE. Sec6.1/7.2, clarify about when S-CSCF does not support the procedure, what happens? 7.2, some steps like allocation requests can be performed in parallel. But probably not in advance. A new section for STUN/TURN discovery? An editor’s note added. Prefers to have it in another CR, a new section for interaction with Policy. Revised to 2442. RETURN

	08.3.2
	S2-062039
	DISCUSSION
	Handling of Request URIs containing a SIP URI with User=Phone
	CableLabs, Nortel
	23.228
	-
	-
	Not Treated

	08.3.2
	S2-062040
	CR
	Display Name in the IM Core Network Subsystem
	CableLabs, Lucent, Nortel
	23.228
	0596
	Rel-7
	Not Treated

	08.3.2
	S2-062124
	CR
	Clarification of change of Access technology information in IMS
	Huawei
	23.228
	0563
	Rel-7
	Not Treated

	08.3.2
	S2-062177
	CR
	IMS Transit Routing Function
	Lucent Technologies
	23.228
	0599
	Rel-7
	why is the need for new entity? Some believe it helps and supports the proposal. Nokia: it was a compromise to do it the way it is now, so why bring it up again now? Prefer not to contaminate the core IMS. Some believe: if operators don’t want it they don’t get it, it is much cleaner to have it as new element.. Return if agreed, 2522

	
	S2-062361
	LS In
	Requirement on E.164 routing
	
	
	
	
	Take it with 2178,  Not Treated

	08.3.2
	S2-062178
	CR
	IMS routing of E.164 numbers
	Lucent Technologies
	23.228
	0600
	Rel-7
	Postponed for next meeting

	08.3.2
	S2-062179
	DISCUSSION
	IMS transit routing of SIP-I
	Lucent Technologies
	-
	-
	-
	Not Treated

	08.3.2
	S2-062207
	CR
	AS Originating requests on behalf of a user
	Nokia
	23.228
	0601
	Rel-7
	Related to 2347

How does the AS find the I-CSCF? Nortel: how about PSI case? Nokia sees no immediate problem with PSI, as such add for PSI as well.. Update fig. 5.16b., under figure, change first “the I-CSF” to “a ..), rephrase the word preserve. is initial SDP required here? it is there in genral everywhere (propose an LS to CT1 for clarification). Is Ma interface dependant of Sh, i.e. this procedure applies to registered and unregistered case. what would be the use case of this procedure for registered case?

Revised CR is 2428, Return

	08.3.2
	S2-062208
	CR
	Hiding towards AS
	Nokia
	23.228
	0602
	Rel-7
	Not Treated

	08.3.2
	S2-062209
	CR
	Reference point between IBCF and AS
	Nokia
	23.002
	0171
	Rel-7
	Not Treated

	08.3.2
	S2-062210
	CR
	Clarifications to local number handling
	Nokia, Ericsson
	23.228
	0603
	Rel-7
	S-CSCF does not do the translation. Also a local number not translated should also be sent to BGCF? disagrees with such things. it should be defined in the context of the RFC and it accomodates all options. Revised 2521, off line discuss this. RETURN

	08.3.2
	S2-062219
	DISCUSSION
	NAT Normative requirements
	Cisco
	23.228
	-
	-
	Not Treated

	08.3.2
	S2-062220
	CR
	Clarification of NAT Types
	Cisco
	23.228
	0605
	Rel-7
	Not Treated

	08.3.2
	S2-062255
	CR
	Corrections to NAT traversal
	Ericsson
	23.228
	0611
	Rel-7
	Not Treated

	08.3.3
	--
	------
	GRUU
	----------
	-
	-
	-
	-

	08.3.3
	S2-062033
	CR
	Incorporate GRUU defintion
	CableLabs, Cisco, RIM
	23.228
	0591
	Rel-7
	Update the bullet to reflect UE supporting, makes request. Update other editorial. Do we need step 13? For now, remove Unregistered service aspects in 4.8. What is the use of first paragraph? Raises possibility for services and iFC. Section 4.2.8 wording is not very precise/consistent. Revise 2523, include editor’s note on unregistered case
Return

	08.3.3
	S2-062034
	CR
	Incorporate GRUU functionality into Registration flows
	CableLabs, Cisco, RIM
	23.228
	0592
	Rel-7
	Does P-CSCF and UE store GRUU? Yes, UE stores. P-CSCF never sees it and as such does not need it. P-CSCF can derive the IMPU from GRUU..but we have not identified any GRUU impacts., 2524, return

	08.3.3
	S2-062035
	CR
	Addition of  GRUU to Transfer flows
	CableLabs, Cisco, RIM
	23.228
	0593
	Rel-7
	Not Treated

	08.3.3
	S2-062036
	CR
	Procedures for assigning, using and processing GRUUs
	CableLabs, Cisco, RIM
	23.228
	0594
	Rel-7
	Not Treated

	08.3.3
	S2-062037
	DISCUSSION
	GRUUs for non-UEs
	CableLabs, Cisco, RIM
	23.228
	-
	-
	Not Treated

	08.3.3
	S2-062038
	CR
	Stage 2 GRUU specifications for non-UE UAs and B2BUAs
	CableLabs, Cisco, RIM
	23.228
	0595
	Rel-7
	Not Treated

	08.3.3
	S2-062127
	DISCUSSION / DECISION
	The Unregistered Service of GRUU
	Huawei
	23.228
	-
	Rel-7
	Presented, opposite view compared to 2211,  believe GRUU is persistent and permanent once assigned. If device is destroyed then the information needs to be removed manually. Either GRUU is persistently stored in HSS or we do not differentiate between GRUUs and iFC. Presence of a GRUU (in an instance) in a terminating request allows for differentiated unregistered services. Invalid GRUU would/could cause services/triggers that contradict registered case. IS GRUU only for existing dialog? No, that is not the case, presence type services use. Conclusion: include unregistered GRUU usage, add Editor’s note that there are open issues with it, such as interaction and usage

Noted

	08.3.3
	S2-062128
	CR
	The Unregistered Service of GRUU
	Huawei
	23.228
	0597
	Rel-7
	Not Treated

	08.3.3
	S2-062211
	P-CR
	Terminating request with GRUU
	Nokia
	23.808
	-
	-
	Presented, noted with agreeing in principle but there are open issues that need to be further studied.

	08.3.3
	S2-062212
	P-CR
	I-CSCF procedures for GRUU
	Nokia
	23.808
	-
	-
	Not Treated

	08.3.4
	--
	------
	IMS enhancements and optimisations for real time communication
	----------
	-
	-
	-
	-

	08.3.4
	S2-062022
	Other
	TR 23.818 v.0.4.0 "Optimisations and Enhancements for Real-time IMS communication"
	Rapporteur
	23.818
	-
	Rel-7
	agreed

	08.3.4
	S2-062023
	P-CR
	Introducing the TAS into the normative specifications
	Ericsson
	23.818
	-
	Rel-7
	Does this set precedence for every single AS? we need terminology to talk about VCC etc. so we need it. Nokia: support, if it adds any additional requirements on the Sh/iFC. Agreed the conclusion

	08.3.4
	S2-062024
	CR
	Introduction of the Telephony Application Server into Normative text
	Ericsson
	23.228
	0610
	Rel-7
	add in the abbr., check the WI code and see how to put it. need better definition, the need for TAS and does it support more than one service. Check with Bob and fix the wording to ensure that TAS do not mandate MRFC. Revised 2436,  agreed

	08.3.4
	S2-062025
	P-CR
	Furthering the discussion on the dynamic allocation of users to application servers
	Ericsson
	23.818
	-
	Rel-7
	 moving up stuff that is done in the network level is moved up the AS level. Sh usage on real time is questioned by Nortel. Lucent: when is the AS name required to be known in the HSS and why? Revised to 2438, Return

	08.3.4
	S2-062026
	P-CR
	Conclusion to the dynamic allocation of users to application servers
	Ericsson
	23.818
	-
	Rel-7
	Withdrawn

	08.3.4
	S2-062027
	P-CR
	IMS behaviour at loss of signalling bearer
	Ericsson
	23.818
	-
	Rel-7
	Currently that is what happens and clear calls. Concerns are from other IP-CANs, it is too strong a conclusion. you can not have a user charged when no communication exists. In case of DOCSIS this loss of signalling flow does not mean other bearer is lost.

Revised 2439, return

	08.3.4
	S2-062088
	P-CR
	Network-Initiated QoS in the Context of IMS
	Ericsson, Qualcomm
	23.818
	-
	Rel-7
	Will it be network wide and per user? based on service and APN combination. PCRF has the choice of how the policy is applied.

Revised to 2437 (Siemens comments off line to fix editorial stuff), in principle agreed

	08.3.4
	S2-062175
	DISCUSSION
	Discussion on common domain selection
	Vodafone
	-
	-
	-
	Late, withdrawn

	08.3.4
	S2-062223
	P-CR
	ISC Load balancing
	Cisco
	23.818
	-
	-
	Late, withdrawn

	08.3.4
	S2-062240
	DISCUSSION / APPROVAL
	Analysis of Diameter Message Optimizations for Large Scale IMS Deployments.
	Nortel
	23.818
	-
	-
	It is not the right group, CT4 should be discussion place (Siemens, Vodafone, Ericsson).

This removes advanages like addition of extra SLF load, Bypass SLF at subsequent requests.

Noted

	08.3.4
	S2-062241
	DISCUSSION / APPROVAL
	Clarifications to "Operational Efficient Allocation of Users to Application Servers" in TR 23.818
	Nortel
	23.818
	-
	-
	 a standards solution is not needed and the problems can be solved vendor implementation specific manner

Revised 2438, Return

	08.3.4
	S2-062257
	P-CR
	PCC Optimizations for notification of Loss of Signaling communication towards the UE
	Ericsson
	23.818
	-
	Rel-7
	very good paper and wants to see if going forward. Niklas clarifies that the main point of this is AF-PCRF relation is established at REGISTER instead of the session?  should focus on GPRS aspects

Revised 2440, return (shorten, remove unnecessary details.., add comments on IMS aspects)

	08.3.4
	S2-062331
	P-CR
	AS allocation/de-allocation in Hierarchical AS architecture
	Samsung
	23.818
	-
	-
	noted

	08.3.4, 7
	S2-062087
	CR
	Stage-2 additions for support of Network-Initiated QoS
	Ericsson, Qualcomm
	23.060
	0558
	Rel-7
	Further work continues off line for the next meeting, companies are asked to review the document and feedback to Ericsson

	08.3.5
	--
	------
	Service Broker
	----------
	-
	-
	-
	-

	08.3.5
	S2-062242
	TR
	Study on architecture impacts of Service Brokering
	Telcordia
	23.8de
	-
	-
	Updated to 2370

	
	S2-062370
	TR
	
	
	
	
	
	Revised to 2441, return

	08.3.6
	--
	------
	IMS emergency for VCC
	----------
	-
	-
	-
	-

	08.3.6
	S2-062239
	DISCUSSION / APPROVAL
	VCC Emergency Call Support – Solution Concept
	Nortel, AT&T
	23.xxx
	-
	-
	TR not yet available… All these calls need to be anchored in IMS and that is not good diea,. Here it pressumes that IMS and CS networks are connected/closely related, that can not be true. When roaming, u can be connected to any roaming partners, CS/IMS relationship not understood. 
Noted

	08.3.6
	S2-062250
	DISCUSSION
	VCC for IMS Emergency Calls (updated)
	Qualcomm
	-
	-
	-
	Late

	08.3.6
	S2-062339
	DISCUSSION
	Problems with Emergency Calls (and a Proposed Solution)
	Lucent
	23.167
	-
	-
	Late
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