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ABSTRACT
This contribution for discussion purposes and to evaluate in determining whether any action has to be taken within the SA3-LI in references to the 3GPP IMS Conferencing with the noted differences from the PTSC LAES Advanced Conferencing.  
_______________________________ 
INTRODUCTION
The LAES for Advanced Conferencing was going through a revision in handling the comments received during the initial ballot review process. Within the 3GPP SA3 LI, a similar work effort is in progress under the name IMS Conferencing. While PTSC LAES is attempting to complete the document so as to send it for a default letter ballot, this contribution compares the two work efforts focusing the differences between the two. 
The contribution is for discussion and proposes the 3GPP SA3 LI to determine what action has to be taken for the differences noted. 
DISCUSSION
For this comparison, the 3GPP Release 10 work effort is considered:

	#
	Topic
	Advanced Conferencing
	IMS Conferencing

	1
	Working Group
	PTSC-LAES
	3GPP SA3 LI

	2
	Type of Specification
	Technical Report (informative)
	Standard  (normative)

	3
	Conference Model
	IETF RFC 4353
	3GPP TS 24.147

	4
	Functional Entities
	Conference Manager, Conference Focus, Conference Mixer
	MRFC, Application Server, MRFP

	5
	Stage 1  
	Clause 5 of the document
	3GPP TS 33.107 Clause 11

	6
	Stage 2  
	Clause 6, Clause 7 and Annex A of the document
	3GPP TS 33.107 Clause 11

	7
	Stage 3
	Clause 8 and Annex A of the document
	3GPP TS 33.108

	8
	Media for conference
	Voice 
	 Not specific

	9
	Conference Id as target
	Footnote 
	Normative

	10
	Subject joining associate’s conference
	Not in scope
	FFS

	11
	Floor Control Events
	Not in scope
	FFS

	12
	Conference creation via web interface
	Not specifically mentioned 

	Not in the scope

	13
	Start of Conference
	When the first party joins the conference
	When the first party joins the conference
When the host joins the conference 
(defined at one place in 33.108 )  

	14
	Subject on conference call
	Subject need not be on the conference for the interception to begin
	Subject need not be on the conference for the interception to begin

	15
	Conference creation
	Target sends a request for conference creation
	Target creates the conference
Target provisions the conference

	Events

	16
	Conference Create
	Optional
Conference Reservation Created
	Same as other IRI (i.e., not optional)
Stage 2: Creation of Conference
Stage 3: Conference Service Creation

	17
	Conference Update
	Optional
Conference Reservation Updated
	Same as other IRI (i.e., not optional)
Stage 2: Update of Conference
Stage 3: Conference Service Update

	18
	Conference   Delete
	Optional
Conference Reservation Deleted
	Same as other IRI (i.e., not optional)
Stage 2: Update of Conference
Stage 3: Conference Service Update

	19
	Conference Already Create
	Optional
Conference Reservation Already Created
	Not defined

	20
	Conference Start
(successful)
	Conference Started
	Stage 2: Start of Conference
Stage 3: Conference Service Start (successful)

	21
	Conference Start
(unsuccessful)
	Conference Party Invited Failed
	Stage 2: Start of Conference
Stage 3: Conference Service Start (unsuccessful)

	22
	Conference Already Start
	Conference Already Started
	Stage 2: Start of Interception on Active Conference
Stage 3: Start of Intercept with Conference Active	

	23
	Conference Stop
(successful)
	Conference Stopped
	Stage 2: Conference End
Stage 3: Conference Service End (successful)

	24
	Conference Stop
(unsuccessful)
	Not defined
	Stage 2: Conference End
Stage 3: Conference Service End (unsuccessful)

	25
	Party Join 
(successful)
	Conference Party Joined
	Stage 2: Party Join
Stage 3: Conference Service Party Join (successful)

	26
	Party Join 
(unsuccessful)
	Conference Party Invited Failed
	Stage 2: Party Join
Stage 3: Conference Service Party Join (unsuccessful)

	27
	Party Leave
(successful)
	Conference Party Dropped
	Stage 2: Party Leave
Stage 3: Conference Service Party Leave (successful)

	28
	Party Leave
(unsuccessful)
	Not defined
	Stage 2: Party Leave
Stage 3: Conference Service Party Leave (unsuccessful)

	29
	Party Invited
	Conference Party Invited
	Not defined

	30
	Bearer Modification 
(successful)
	Not defined
	Stage 2: Conference Bearer Modification
Stage 3: Conference Service Bearer Modify (successful)

	31
	Bearer Modification
(unsuccessful)
	Not defined
	Stage 2: Conference Bearer Modification
Stage 3: Conference Service Bearer Modify (unsuccessful)

	32
	CC 
	Mixed Form
	Combined
Separated



In the above comparison, the following points will have to be evaluated: 
1) Clarification on whether to send the optional CII messages when the conference reservation related functions are done via web access.   3GPP clearly states that such methods if used are outside the scope of 3GPP LI specs. 
2) Should there be an event that differentiates the two cases: conference begins when the first party joins the conference or conference begins when the host joins the conference? The 3GPP 33.108 has such an event indicated at one place (3GPP LI specs may be modified). 
3) In 3GPP, there are two events that could lead to conference reservation created: target creating the conference and target provisioning the conference. Better to clarify if the two are in fact separate events since the ACS spec talks about subject requesting the conference. 
In the 3GPP LI specification, there are quite a few differences for the information carried in the IRI as compared to the information carried in the messages defined in the ACS TR. The following are few examples: 
	Message
	Advanced Conferencing
	IMS Conferencing

	Conference Started
	Case Identity (M)
	Lawful Intercept Identifier (M)

	
	IAP System Identity (M)
	Network Identifier (M)

	
	Time Stamp (M)
	Event Date, Event Time (M)

	
	Conference Id (M)
	Correlation Number (M)

	
	
	Conference URI and/or Temporary Conference URI (M)

	
	Conference Parties (M)

	List of Conferees and/or List of Waiting Conferees (M)

	
	
	List of Potential Conferees (C)

	
	CC Address (C)
	--

	
	--
	Supported Bearer (M)

	
	--
	Target Identity (M)
· Observed IMPU and/or
· Observed IMPI

	Conference Party Join
	Case Identity (M)
	Lawful Intercept Identifier (M)

	
	IAP System Identity (M)
	Network Identifier (M)

	
	Time Stamp (M)
	Event Date, Event Time (M)

	
	Conference Id (M)
	Correlation Number (M)

	
	
	Conference URI and/or Temporary Conference URI (M)

	
	Conference Parties (M)
	Join Party Id (M)

	
	--
	Initiator of Party Join Request (C)
 --- if difference from the party joined

	
	CC Address (C)
	--

	
	--
	Join Party Supported Bearer (M)

	
	--
	Target Identity (M)
· Observed IMPU and/or
· Observed IMPI

	Conference End
	Case Identity (M)
	Lawful Intercept Identifier (M)

	
	IAP System Identity (M)
	Network Identifier (M)

	
	Time Stamp (M)
	Event Date, Event Time (M)

	
	Conference Id (M)
	Correlation Number (M)

	
	
	Conference URI and/or Temporary Conference URI (M)

	
	--
	Initiator of Conference End Request (M)  

	
	--
	Conference End Reason (M)

	
	--
	Target Identity (M)
· Observed IMPU and/or
· Observed IMPI

	Conference Create
	Case Identity (M)
	Lawful Intercept Identifier (M)

	
	IAP System Identity (M)
	Network Identifier (M)

	
	Time Stamp (M)
	Event Date, Event Time (M)

	
	Conference Id (M)
	Correlation Number (M)

	
	
	Conference URI and/or Temporary Conference URI (M)

	
	Conference Requesting Party (M)
	Identity(ies) of the Conference Controller (C)

	
	List of Potential Conference parties (C)
	List of potential conferees (C)

	
	Conference Start Time (C)
	Potential Conference Start Time (C)

	
	Conference End Time (C)
	Potential Conference StopTime (C)

	
	Recurrence Information (C)
	Recurrence Information (C)

	
	--
	Target Identity (M)
· Observed IMPU and/or
· Observed IMPI



Also while reporting the PTSC LAES ACS progress to the WTSC LI as a part of liaison report; RCMP indicated that in Canada, the interception of a conference can begin only if the intercept subject joins the conference call. If the Technical Report is meant to address North American region, perhaps, it is worth having a clarification. The WTSC LI discussion did not lost long as members felt such a discussion should not occur during the liaison reporting session. 
PROPOSAL 
[bookmark: _Ref205738215][bookmark: _Ref205738923][bookmark: _Toc257380231]Discuss and determine whether any action has to be taken.        
NOTICE
This is a draft document and thus, is dynamic in nature.  It does not reflect a consensus of the ATIS Committee and it may be changed or modified.  Neither ATIS nor the Committee makes any representation or warranty, express or implied, with respect to the sufficiency, accuracy or utility of the information or opinion contained or reflected in the material utilized.  ATIS further expressly advises that any use of or reliance upon the material in question is at your risk and neither ATIS nor the Committee shall be liable for any damage or injury, of  whatever nature, incurred by any person arising out of any utilization of the material.  It is possible that this material will at some future date be included in a copyrighted work by ATIS.
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