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33.107/33.108
In last SA3-LI meeting, the AP 06_04 was given to industry members to bring in contributions against tdoc S3LI05_081 related to reporting conference events in an IMS context.
Tdoc S3LI05_081 highlights shortfalls in 3GPP TS 33.107 and TS 33.108 in the IMS interception approach relative to addressing the needs for reporting conferencing events, compared to LI requirements and LEA needs and proposes two possible alternative solutions mentioning possible pros and cons for each them:
Alternative 1 – Interception at the MRFC

Basic description: 
Report conference related LI events from the MRFC.

Advantage:  
Knows about conferencing, assigns and manages conference with input from user (e.g., interception subject), is aware of all conference related events and conference call legs (when initiated, when and if established, when released, who has floor control, etc.).

Disadvantage:  
Need to add an IAP (ICE) at this element.
Alternative 2 – Enhanced Interception at the CSCF

Basic description: 
Need intercepting CSCF(s) to become aware of conferences and associate intercept subject conferences with the intercept subject.  Based on this awareness, need to be able to intercept communications with associate that emanate from or terminate to a conference server.  Also need to be able to inform other CSCFs about association of intercept subject with a conference so that if another CSCF handles a conference call leg, then the other CSCF intercepts the communications with the associate on that leg of the conference.

Advantage:  
Builds on the existing interception capability at the CSCF, maintains interception capability for IMS based services at CSCF.

Disadvantage:  
Need to enhance CSCF to become conference aware.  Need to define inter-CSCF interface for transferring intercept subject/conference association information.  Need to enhance CSCF to support this new inter-CSCF interface.

According to this analysis, it is clear that alternative 2 shows strong disadvantages, as a new specific network interface needs to be designed and standardized, just in order to cover some specific LI cases. This seems against the general approach always taken by SA3-LI to avoid impacts on exisiting network protocols just for the sake of LI. It could be also worth noting that this interface could anyway become obsolete and require updates when new services will be introduced. Moreover, the mentioned interface would be under the responsibility of other 3GPP groups, so that any standard activity woud need to consider suitable time frames. 
These drawbacks seem even more relevant considering that the same information needed to address LEAs needs is available at another network element in the IMS domain, the MRFC. 
Adding interception capabilities to the MRFC would solve the issue raised by tdoc S3LI05_081 and would have the additional advantages to be more future proof in case new services involving the MRFC are standardized; moreover the development of the solution would not affect network protocols and would be under full SA3-LI responsibility.
Based on that, if the agreement in SA3-LI is that LI service requirements are not satisified by the current specifications, this contribution express support for Alternative 1.

Depending on the outcome of the discussion, specific CRs on TSs 33.107 and 33.108 could be proposed in next meeting(s).
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