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1. Introduction
This document answers the questions that arose in the previous meeting.

1) 2.  Q and As
2) Why Attributes are focused, and the nature of the proposal (Tdoc011).

We do not distinguish bearer types by indicating parameters that shows each type of bearers, such as a bearer for Fax, or a bearer for Modem. But, we want to distinguish such bearer types by using the attributes (the speed, the QoS, max delay,... )which is exactly same attribute as indicated in UMTS 22.05, and we do not add any additional attribute beside them. Why use the attribute? We just use them, UMTS specification.

3) WI of Bearer capability(QoS parameters in Annex-B) and other WI(End to End UMTS QoS Management)

We do not have strong will on this topic, and do not read the #10 paper. If the issue can be closed in Air, we can have the responsibility. But again we do not have strong opinion. We follow a wiser decision. 

· On Tdoc011

· the difference of information elements and parameters.

Parameters in the paper is equivalent to the Information element(IE) in GSM. Just the difference on how describe them.

· This document is proposing to add (enhance) GSM CC to distinguish IMT2000 specific Bearer services and Teleservices. We separated such IE that describe Bearer services(as in a-c) and such IE that describe Teleservices (as in d). The actual enhancement is in Annex of Tdoc011.

· What really can be achieved by the BC parameter enhancements?

· IMT2000 specific services are can be described, not all GSM service covers IMT2000 service. 

· On Tdoc(009 and 010); Negotiation and Modification

· It is possible to distinguish Fax tone and Modem tone?

· =>Sorry, I have to say no! in this case, but it will not affect our nature of proposal.

·  Can we merged as a WI?

· =>Yes, it is possible, but it should be separated from the proposal of BC parameter(Tdoc011).

· The merits of Negotiation.

=>As we mentioned, from the negotiation, Radio and CN resources are opimized.

By selecting (using) appropriate codec types (by the negotiation) between MT-MT, IWF in CN will not have to be used.

It makes reduction of IWF in CN.

a) On Tdoc007 (Multi call, PS and CS issue)

=> We think that the CS and PS should be separated. In CN and Air, the control of PS and CS should be independent and do not have to be combined. Additionally, in the CC level, the protocol is closed thus, the service implementation will be accerarated. If you find any disadvantage in our proposal, please indicate and please show a better solution. 
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