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	Meeting documents by agenda item


	Cyan cells indicate an allocated but not available tdoc
	Yellow cells indicate an available but not yet treated tdoc.

	Agenda item
	Agenda item title
	Tdoc
	Title
	Source
	Spec.
	Result

	1 
	Opening

Monday 

23.9.2002
	
	
	
	
	

	
	
	
	Disclosure of IPRs?
	
	
	3GPP Individual Members have the obligation under the IPR Policies of their respective Organizational Partners to inform their respective Organizational Partners of Essential IPRs they become aware of.

	2


	Agenda & Reports

Monday 23.9.2002
	
	No repetitions of WG discussions and preferably no revisions to plenary, please!
	
	
	

	
	2
	N1-021864
	Agenda (Miami0209)
	Chairman
	
	Agreed.

	
	2
	N1-021963
	DRAFT MEETING REPORT v1.0.0, 3GPP TSG-CN#17,

Biarritz, France, 4-6/9-02
	MCC
	
	Noted.

	
	2
	N1-021965
	SP#17 draft??????????
	MCC
	
	Noted.

	
	
	
	
	
	
	

	
	
	
	
	
	
	

	3


	Input Liaison statements

Monday

23.9.2002
	32
	
	
	
	

	
	3
	N1-021545
	LS on subscriber certificates
	SA3
	
	CN1 reply is in N1-022051

But no proposal was made in the meeting so CN1 needs more time to study the issue. 

· It was indicated during the meeting that the attached SA3 CRs were not approved and therefore CN1 would also like to get more stable requirements before committing to any design.

Forwarded from CN1 #25

SA3 ask us to check what changes are needed to CN1 specifications because of Rel-6 WI subscriber certificates which is needed to secure the distribution of applications and services

Is there any related document to this meeting?

	
	3
	N1-021790
	Response Liaison Statement on Multiple Codecs
	CN3
	
	The reply to this LS was already covered in N1-021849

Forwarded from CN1 #25

CN3 reply to SA5 LS but leave one question for CN1 and SA2 to handle: Could the secondary offer/answer interaction (which would reduce the codecs per media component to one) be made outright mandatory (or at least mandatory – operator configurable)?



	
	3
	N1-021810
	Response LS to “Liaison statement on DTMF”
	SA4
	
	CN1 reply is in N1-022052

Forwarded from CN1 #25

Reply to N1-020666. SA4 answer assuming that we meant DTMF transfer between IMS UE and PSTN. The impact on specifications depends on whether single RTP stream or separate streams for speech and DTMF information is used. 

The indication of different payload types for speech and DTMF could be shown in 24.228?

	
	3
	N1-021811
	Liaison Statement on QoS parameters Maximum bit rate/Guaranteed bit rate
	SA4
	
	Noted.

Forwarded from CN1 #25

CC to CN1.

N1-021811, N1-021878 and N1-021879 are related.

	
	3
	N1-021869
	Proposed solutions for the identification of source IP address information over the Go interface
	CN3
	
	Noted.

Reply to S2-022045 and N1-021757.  CN3 say agree with CN1 comment that in case of mobile router the real source IP address can not be solved but they still continue working based on SA2 LS.

N1-021869 and N1-021883 are related

	
	3
	N1-021870
	Reply LS on Subscriber and Equipment Trace Impacts
	CN4
	
	Noted.

CC to CN1.

	
	3
	N1-021871
	LS on Subscribed Media Parameter
	CN4
	
	Noted.

CN4 have defined a subscribed media parameter in HSS. This parameter can be transferred to S-CSCF for it to remove any non-subscribed media from the SDP in INVITE message received from the UE.

· Are there any changes needed to 24.228 or 24.229 because of this?

· Is the SDP part always readable for S-CSCF?

N1-021871 and N1-021887 are related

	
	3
	N1-021872
	LS on RTCP overhead in SDP bandwidth parameter
	CN3
	
	CN1 reply in N1-022053

CC to CN1.

	
	3
	N1-021873
	LS on CS data services for GERAN Iu-mode
	CN3
	
	Noted.

CN3 agree the SA2 defined approach to HSCSD to implement all additional necessary functions in BSS, leave the CN and Iu interface untouched for transparent data services but for non-transparent CN3 would like to to use existing means of the protocols on the Iu-cs (RANAP, Iu User Plane Framing Protocol) without modifications and to re-use HSCSD specific function in the CN.

CN1 is asked to take this into account when defining the control plane signaling.

SA2 reply is in N1-021885

Related CR in N1-021979?.

	
	3
	N1-021874
	Response LS on "Terminal determination of network support of EDGE"
	SA1
	
	Noted.

SA1 reply to N1-021477. SA1 agree the suggested method of deducing whether the serving network supports EDGE or not.

	
	3
	N1-021875
	Response to T3-020406/S1-021427 (Response “Liaison Statement on Access to IMS Services using 3GPP release 99 and release 4 UICCs” (S1-020577))
	SA1
	
	Noted.

Only CC to CN1.

	
	3
	N1-021876
	LS on IMS messaging (3GPP TR 22.940)
	SA1
	
	Noted.

Only CC to CN1.

SA2 reply is in N1-021886

	
	3
	N1-021877
	Correction to Emergency call handling in IMS
	SA1
	
	Noted.

Only CC to CN1 but related with IMS emergency calls. Was the attached SA1 CR on 22.101 approved?

Related LS from SA2 in N1-021888

	
	3
	N1-021878
	Response to LS on QoS parameters Maximum bit rate/Guaranteed bit rate
	R2
	
	Noted.

Only CC to CN1. RAN2 say that the case when the AS can not offer the negotiated QoS is not specified.

N1-021811, N1-021878 and N1-021879 are related.

	
	3
	N1-021879
	Clarification on “Codec mode and Guaranteed Bit Rate in RANAP”
	R3
	
	Noted.

Only CC to CN1. The guaranteed bit rate can be set to any value between the lowest and highest codec rate of the active codec set

N1-021811, N1-021878 and N1-021879 are related.

	
	3
	N1-021880
	LS Response on persistent dialogs for unregistered users
	SA2
	
	Noted.

Reply to N1-021851. SA2 acknowledge our problem analysis in the LS we sent on persistent dialogs for unregistered users and they are studying the matter but have no requirements yet.

	
	3
	N1-021881
	Liaison Response on “S-CSCF filtering responses to forked requests”
	SA2
	
	Noted.

Reply to LS N1-021852. SA2 reply that they do not recommend filtering responses to forked requests and if someone wants to implement it, then it should be a proprietary implementation which does not need to be standardized.

	
	3
	N1-021882
	LS reply to LS reply on "Distribution of IMS Charging ID (ICID) from PCF/P-CSCF to GGSN"
	SA2
	
	Noted.

CC to CN1.

	
	3
	N1-021883
	Response on “Proposed solutions for the identification of source IP address information over the Go interface”
	SA2
	
	Noted.

No action to CN1.

N1-021869 and N1-021883 are related

	
	3
	N1-021884
	Liaison Response on “inclusion of CCF/ECF addresses on Sh interface”
	SA2
	
	Noted.

No action to CN1.

Reply to N1-021890

	
	3
	N1-021885
	LS on CS data services for GERAN Iu-mode
	SA2
	
	Reply in N1-022054

SA2 reply to CN3 LS in N1-

S2 accepts CN3’s proposal to select option 1 for transparent CS data services and option 3 for non-transparent CS data services. CN1 is asked to do our part of the changes (23.034 and 24.008)

This answers CN3 LS in N1-021873

	
	3
	N1-021886
	LS on IMS messaging (3GPP TR 22.940)
	SA2
	
	CN1 reply is in N1-022055

CN1 is asked to review the IMS messaging requirements based on 22.940.

Is there any related document to this meeting?

Reply to N1-021876

Related discussion document in N1-021995

	
	3
	N1-021887
	Response LS on Subscribed Media Parameter
	SA2
	
	Noted.

SA2 confirms CN4 understanding that the S-CSCF examines the media parameters in the received SDP, and may remove those media streams which the subscriber does not have the authority to request.

No action for CN1?

N1-021871 and N1-021887 are related

	
	3
	N1-021888
	Correction to Emergency call handling in IMS
	SA2
	
	Forwarded to CN1 #27 in Bangkok.

Reply LS in N1-022058 was withdrawn.

· Question on why also Rel-4 CR would be needed was answered that since the issue is not only related with IMS only but affects also the GPRS access network, it was suggested that also earlier GPRS releases should be changed to allow the indication of the emergency numbers. Ideally the change would also be desirable in R99 but this was seen as too much frozen already.

· Rel-4 stage 1 & 2 CRs are not available yet (23.228, 23.060)

· The proposed emergency number downloading is not able to distinguish without user interaction whether emergency or local service number is intended.

Background for this is that IMS could be rolled out based on Rel-4 SGSN.

Related with SA1 LS in N1-021877.

N1-021906, N1-021907, N1-021908, N1-021958 and N1-021959 are related.

	
	3
	N1-021889
	Reply LS on "Media grouping"
	SA2
	
	Noted.

After re-considering SA2 decided to keep the requirement for KIS indication. If the related separate-streams –draft is not available in time it is acceptable to move the requirement to Rel-6. Even without KIS indication the MS must keep real time media streams separate.

Related TSGN LS in N1-022044

	
	3
	N1-021890
	LS response to Inclusion of CCF/ECF addresses on Sh interface
	SA5
	
	Noted.

SA5 reply to N1-021853 and say that the sending of ECF & CCF addresses on the Sh-interface was intended to be an alternative way of providing the addresses to the AS. Therefore SA5 would not like to remove this possibility.

	
	3
	N1-021891
	LS on "Corrections in the Mobile Station Classmark 3 coding"
	GERAN
	
	Noted.

The CR has been split to N1-021997

	
	3
	N1-021892
	Response LS on Security enhancements for GERAN
	GERAN
	
	Noted.

Only CC to CN1.

	
	3
	N1-021961
	LS on Allowed AMR-WB Configurations
	CN
	
	Noted.

Only CC for CN1. This proposal from SA4 to restrict the usage of some AMR-WB codec modes was approved in TSGSA #17.

This should not impact CN1 since the AMR codecs are negotiated on codec level with CC taking no part in dealing with individual codec modes.

	
	3
	N1-021962
	Liaison Statement on Interoperability Issues and SIP in IMS
	CN
	
	Noted.

The specific issues are addressed in the related documents so they are not listed again here. 

The guidance to the 3GPP WGs is given in SA LS in 

N1-022045.

Related with N1-022014 and N1-021993

	
	3
	N1-022044
	Reply LS on Media grouping
	CN
	
	Noted.

Reply to N1-021782. CN plenary requests that in TSGN #18 Dec. 2002 either a complete solution on KIS indication or moving the feature to Rel-6 should be presented.

To achieve this SA2 and CN1 must be prepared to handle the related CRs during the week of CN1 #27.

Related LS from SA2 in N1-021889

N1-021956 is related with this discussion.

	
	3
	N1-022045
	Response to IETF LS on Interoperability Issues and SIP in IMS
	SA
	
	Noted.

Reply from TSGSA to IETF LS on SIP compliance in N1-021962. 3GPP WGs are requested to study the specific compliance issues with the aim of removing all non-compliances which are not justified. More time to do this has been allocated until TSGN #18 in December 2002. Any possible items which can not  be addressed with that schedule can be considered in Rel-6.

Related with N1-022014 and N1-021993

	
	3
	N1-022109
	Reply LS on CS data services for GERAN Iu-mode
	CN3
	
	Noted.

	
	3
	N1-022110
	LS reply on Subscriber or Equipment Trace Impacts
	SA2
	
	Forwarded to CN1 #27

	
	3
	N1-022111
	LS on QoS parameters Maximum bit rate/Guaranteed bit rate
	SA2
	
	Forwarded to CN1 #27

	
	3
	N1-022155
	
	CN3
	
	Noted.

Request from CN3 to review Rel-6 IMS interworking TR.

· The review of this large document can not be done online, therefore the delegates were asked to discuss it before CN1 #26bis. 

· Drafting session on this issue was proposed. Siemens indicated that they could invite the interested delegates to a pre-meeting in Munich the day before CN1 #26bis. Thomas Belling volunteered to act as contact person for this drafting session.

· The outcome of the drafting session is intended to be submitted to CN1 #26bis as an input document.

· A CN1 – CN3 joint session on the identified call scenarios in the TR needs to be agreed between the chairs. AP Hannu: agree the time with Norbert.

	
	
	
	
	
	
	

	4


	CN1 work plan

Friday 27.9.2002
	
	
	
	
	

	
	
	
	TSGN plenary and WG meeting dates for 2002 – 2003

	
	
	
	Date
	Meeting
	Venue
	Host

	
	
	
	29 July – 2 August 2002
	CN WGs
	Helsinki, FINLAND
	Sonera, Nokia, Elisa Communication, Ficora

	
	
	
	4 – 6 September 2002
	CN #17
	Biarritz, FRANCE
	Alcatel

	
	
	
	23 – 27 September 2002
	CN WGs
	Miami, USA
	North American Friends of 3GPP

	
	
	
	22 - 24 October
	CN1 Rel-6

ad hoc
	Munich, Germany
	NTT DoCoMo

	
	
	
	11 – 15 November 2002
	CN WGs
	Bangkok, THAILAND
	Japanese Friends of 3GPP

	
	
	
	4 – 6 December 2002
	CN #18
	New Orleans, Louisiana, USA
	North American Friends of 3GPP

	
	
	
	10 – 14 February 2003 
	CN WGs
	
	

	
	
	
	12 – 14 March 2003
	CN #19
	Jersey Island, UK
	UK Friends of 3GPP

	
	
	
	7 – 11 April 2003
	CN WGs
	Joint CN WG meeting is cancelled. Do we need to keep the CN1 meeting or cancel that too?
	

	
	
	
	19 – 23 May 2003
	CN WGs
	
	

	
	
	
	4 – 6 June 2003
	CN #20
	FINLAND
	Nokia

	
	
	
	18 – 22 August 2003
	CN WGs
	
	

	
	
	
	17 – 19 September 2003
	CN #21
	GERMANY
	To be confirmed

	
	
	
	27 – 31 October 2003 
	CN WGs
	China???
	Japanese Friends of 3GPP and Ericsson China

	
	
	
	10 – 12 December 2003
	CN #22
	To be confirmed
	North American & Japanese Friends of 3GPP

	
	4
	N1-021865
	Draft minutes from CN#17
	MCC
	
	Withdrawn. Duplicate allocation

	
	4
	N1-021866
	Draft minutes from SA#17
	MCC
	
	Withdrawn. Duplicate allocation

	
	4
	N1-021867
	CN1 specification responsibility  list after plenary#16
	MCC
	
	Noted.

	
	4
	N1-021868
	Workplan of 21.June for review
	MCC
	
	Noted.

	
	4
	N1-021964
	Latest workplan for review???????????????
	MCC
	
	

	
	
	
	
	
	
	

	
	
	
	
	
	
	

	5


	Corrections to Rel-4 and older

Monday 

23.9.2002


	27
	These releases are frozen.

What are the consequences if the CRs are not approved?


	
	
	Only categories F and A are allowed.

If your cat. F correction is in this agenda item, please group also related cat A mirror CRs in this agenda item.

	
	5
	N1-021898
	MSC_A_HO SDL correction
	Nortel Networks/ Sonia Garapaty
	23.009
	Revised to N1-022059

TEI

	
	5
	N1-021899
	MSC_A_HO SDL correction
	Nortel Networks/ Sonia Garapaty
	23.009
	Revised to N1-022060

TEI

	
	5
	N1-021900
	MSC_A_HO SDL correction
	Nortel Networks/ Sonia Garapaty
	23.009
	Revised to N1-022061

TEI

	
	5
	N1-021901
	Handling of TLLI Collision Cases
	Nortel Networks/ Sonia Garapaty
	
	Noted.

· What happens after the TLLI collision?

· It was agreed that even though the described situation of TLLI collision between two mobiles is possible, it should be a very rare situation.

· P-TMSI value allocation policy has been left up to SGSN implementation.

· No major problems caused by TLLI collisions have been spotted in the current GPRS networks.

· If the SGSN has got no means of knowing that a TLLI collision did occur, what would be the trigger criteria for the any error handling?

	
	5
	N1-021906
	Downloading of local emergency numbers to the mobile station
	Vodafone / Duncan Mills
	
	Noted.

It was agreed to set up a conference call to discuss the revisions before the next CN1 meeting and this topic should be addressed there.

Motorola and Siemens expressed their concern regarding the Rel-4 change which they do not see justified.

Future compatibility, how does a Rel-6 network know whether to accept of reject PS emergency session?

N1-021906, N1-021907, N1-021908, N1-021958 and N1-021959 are related.

	
	5
	N1-021907
	Downloading of local emergency numbers to the mobile station
	Vodafone / Duncan Mills
	24.008
	Postponed

· Completely new requirement in Rel-4. Is this acceptable? -> Rel-4 stage 1 and 2 are needed first before we can do stage 3 (in plenary level)

N1-021906, N1-021907, N1-021908, N1-021958 and N1-021959 are related.
TEI4

	
	5
	N1-021908
	Downloading of local emergency numbers to the mobile station
	Vodafone / Duncan Mills
	24.008
	Postponed

· MM Information and GMM Information procedure and not acknowledged in MM/GMM level. Therefore the out-of-coverage situation must be considered.

· IMS subscription is tied to GPRS subscription making the allocation of emergency number list mandatory for all VPLMNs which can be used for IMS.

· All the procedures related with MM Information and GMM information are currently optional for the mobile. At least the support of emergency numbers would have to become mandatory for the UE.

· PS domain need to be changed to support the detection of IMS emergency numbers. It is proposed to additionally include the same functionality to corresponding CS procedure.

· Rel-4 change was proposed to make it possible to build IMS on top of Rel-4 GPRS. Ideally it would have been good to have this already in R99 but this was not considered possible due to the implementation status of R99.

· Emergency calls in limited service state must be considered since MM connection is only set up after the user has dialed emergency number.

· Is the list stored in ME or SIM? -> ME

· HO to a new PLMN is not covered (i.e. any change of PLMN with new MCC)

· Is the definition of IE in clause 10 suitable place for the procedure to delete or replace the list?

N1-021906, N1-021907, N1-021908, N1-021958 and N1-021959 are related.

TEI4

	
	5
	N1-021945
	Correction of references
	Nokia
	23.122
	Agreed

The first and second elements of each one of the titles of the specifications listed in references are to be removed by Per when implementing the CR.

TEI

	
	5
	N1-021946
	Correction of references
	Nokia
	23.122
	Agreed.

The first and second elements of each one of the titles of the specifications listed in references are to be removed by Per when implementing the CR.

TEI

	
	5
	N1-021947
	Correction of references
	Nokia
	23.122
	Agreed.

The first and second elements of each one of the titles of the specifications listed in references are to be removed by Per when implementing the CR.

TEI

	
	5
	N1-021948
	No MT calls after resumption of GPRS in Network Operation Mode I
	Nokia
	24.008
	Revised to N1-022062

If the network does not perform resume after GPRS suspend for CS call, then in NMO I the UE shall perform a combined update after the CS call.

· Improve the wording to indicate that it is the end of the CS call with no GPRS resume that triggers the combined RAU

· Correct the reference

· ‘subclause’

· Also R97 – R98 CRs are needed since this is a GPRS related, not UMTS related problem.

· Because of R97, the WI should be GPRS 

· R97 should be cat. F, the others cat. A

· The SA2 CR version was r2, not r1.

TEI

	
	5
	N1-021949
	No MT calls after resumption of GPRS in Network Operation Mode I
	Nokia
	24.008
	Revised to N1-022063

TEI

	
	5
	N1-021950
	No MT calls after resumption of GPRS in Network Operation Mode I
	Nokia
	24.008
	Revised to N1-022064

TEI

	
	5
	N1-021966
	Use of cause #14 in networks using NMO I
	Motorola/A.Howell
	09.95
	 Revised to N1-022065

According to 24.008 4.7.3.2.5 the MS either remains in MM IDLE substate NORMAL SERVICE if it was updated before. If not, the new substate is ATTEMPTING TO UPDATE and therefore according to 4.2.2.2 must perform normal LU procedure. 

· This is not about whether GMM reject cause #14 is supported by the mobile but how the support of not known reject causes in NMO I has been implemented.

· After reject cause #7 the MS shall consider SIM as invalid for GPRS services until switch off the SIM is removed.

· Also R98 of 09.95 does exist and mirror CR is needed.

· Should the combined attach (4.7.3.2.) be affected also?

· Why does the MS need to keep repeating RAU -> 24.008 does not give any (4.7.3.1.5) requirement for GMM state transitions even though the MM states and substates after attempt counter * combined procedures have been made

· What happens if such an old non-supporting MS receives GMM reject cause #15?

TEI

	
	5
	N1-021976
	Clarification of the codec change procedure
	Siemens
	24.008
	Revised to N1-022066

The change should cover all cases when UMTS codec is started. Is call clearing with in-band tones case covered in the text?

TRFO-OOB

	
	5
	N1-021977
	Clarification of the codec change procedure
	Siemens
	24.008
	Revised to N1-022067

TRFO-OOB

	
	5
	N1-021997
	Inclusion of EDGE RF Power Capability in the CM3 IE
	Siemens
	24.008
	Agreed.

This CR was split out of LS in N1-021891

TEI5



	
	5
	N1-022000
	Interaction of relocation and security procedures
	Nokia/Inma
	23.009
	Revised to N1-022068

· Discussion whether it should be MSC-A or MSC-B which takes control of the procedure.

· Comment that it is not clear whether upon reception of CIPHER MODE REJECT the MSC should release the call or not.

GSM/UMTS interworking

	
	5
	N1-022001
	Interaction of relocation and security procedures
	Nokia/Inma
	23.009
	Revised to N1-022069

GSM/UMTS interworking

	
	5
	N1-022002
	Interaction of relocation and security procedures
	Nokia/Inma
	23.009
	Revised to N1-022070

GSM/UMTS interworking

	
	5
	N1-022039
	Discussion Paper on introducing CB for SMS in PS domain
	DoCoMo
	
	Related LS in N1-022071

Discussion paper on Call Barring service for SMS which is defined in 22.004 table A.1. The service is defined without making any distinction between CS and PS domain. No stage 2 or stage 3 is available.

SMS can be barred by means of barring the SMS center number.

Therefore the contradiction must be solved somehow. It was decided to ask SA1 to clarify what they mean with normative annex A in 22.004:

· Either SMS CB in PS domain must be added to stage 2 & 3 from R99, Rel-4 and Rel-5 or the CB for SMS stage 1 must be clarified to mean CS domain only (or deleted completely)

· What about PS domain CB for SMS in Rel-6?

· Adding the SS procedures to PS domain was deliberately avoided when drafting R99
· To which releases should we add the new functionality if any?
DISC

	
	5
	N1-022040
	Use of "LLC SAPI not assigned" by the network
	Motorola / Apostolis
	24.008
	Revised to N1-022072

· MS RAC is the only IE where the UMTS and GSM support is indicated by the UE but this IE is not necessarily looked at by the SGSN

· Old reference version

· Do UMTS only networks need to support LLC SAPI?

	
	5
	N1-022041
	Use of "LLC SAPI not assigned" by the network
	Motorola / Apostolis
	24.008
	Agreed.



	
	5
	N1-022042
	Use of "LLC SAPI not assigned" by the network
	Motorola / Apostolis
	24.008
	Agreed.

	
	5
	N1-022048
	Cell barring after Network authentication rejection from the UE
	ETSI- NEC Technologies (UK) LTD
	24.008
	Revised to N1-022073

Security

CS domain must be handled as well.

	
	5
	N1-022049
	Cell barring after Network authentication rejection from the UE
	ETSI- NEC Technologies (UK) LTD
	24.008
	Revised to N1-022074

Security

04.18 -> 44.018.

	
	5
	N1-022050
	Cell barring after Network authentication rejection from the UE
	ETSI- NEC Technologies (UK) LTD
	24.008
	Revised to N1-022075

Security

04.18 -> 44.018.

	
	5
	N1-022059
	MSC_A_HO SDL correction
	Nortel Networks/ Sonia Garapaty
	23.009
	Withdrawn

TEI

Revision of N1-021898

	
	5
	N1-022060
	MSC_A_HO SDL correction
	Nortel Networks/ Sonia Garapaty
	23.009
	Withdrawn

TEI

Revision of N1-021899

	
	5
	N1-022061
	MSC_A_HO SDL correction
	Nortel Networks/ Sonia Garapaty
	23.009
	Withdrawn

TEI

Revision of N1-021900

	
	5
	N1-022062
	No MT calls after resumption of GPRS in Network Operation Mode I
	Nokia
	24.008
	Agreed.

GPRS

R97/98: N1-022076-77

R99/4/5: N1-022062-64

Revision of N1-021948

	
	5
	N1-022063
	No MT calls after resumption of GPRS in Network Operation Mode I
	Nokia
	24.008
	Agreed.

GPRS

R97/98: N1-022076-77

R99/4/5: N1-022062-64

Revision of N1-021949

	
	5
	N1-022064
	No MT calls after resumption of GPRS in Network Operation Mode I
	Nokia
	24.008
	Agreed.

GPRS

R97/98: N1-022076-77

R99/4/5: N1-022062-64

Revision of N1-021950

	
	5
	N1-022065
	Use of cause #14 in networks using NMO I
	Motorola/A.Howell
	09.95
	Revised to N1-022148

According to 24.008 4.7.3.2.5 the MS either remains in MM IDLE substate NORMAL SERVICE if it was updated before. If not, the new substate is ATTEMPTING TO UPDATE and therefore according to 4.2.2.2 must perform normal LU procedure. 

· After reject cause #7 the MS shall consider SIM as invalid for GPRS services until switch off the SIM is removed.

· Also R98 of 09.95 does exist and mirror CR is needed.

· Combined attach should be affected also

· Why does the MS need to keep repeating RAU -> 24.008 does not give any (4.7.3.1.5) requirement for GMM state transitions even though the MM states and substates after attempt counter * combined procedures have been made

TEI

Revision of N1-021966

	
	5
	N1-022066
	Clarification of the codec change procedure
	Siemens
	24.008
	Agreed.

The change should cover all cases when UMTS codec is started. Is call clearing with in-band tones case covered in the text?

TRFO-OOB

Revision of N1-021976

	
	5
	N1-022067
	Clarification of the codec change procedure
	Siemens
	24.008
	Agreed

TRFO-OOB

Revision of N1-021977

	
	5
	N1-022068
	Interaction of relocation and security procedures
	Nokia/Inma
	23.009
	Withdrawn

· Discussion whether it should be MSC-A or MSC-B which takes control of the procedure.

· Comment that it is not clear whether upon reception of CIPHER MODE REJECT the MSC should release the call or not.

GSM/UMTS interworking

Revision of N1-022000

	
	5
	N1-022069
	Interaction of relocation and security procedures
	Nokia/Inma
	23.009
	withdrawn

GSM/UMTS interworking

Revision of N1-022001

	
	5
	N1-022070
	Interaction of relocation and security procedures
	Nokia/Inma
	23.009
	Withdrawn

GSM/UMTS interworking

Revision of N1-022002

	
	5
	N1-022072
	Use of "LLC SAPI not assigned" by the network
	Motorola / Apostolis
	24.008
	Agreed.

· MS RAC is the only way for the SGSN to know whether the UE supports UMTS and GSM

· Old reference version

· Do UMTS only networks need to support LLC SAPI?
· No mirror CRs, since the change to later releases is somewhat different. The related Rel-4 and Rel-5 CRs are in N1-022041 and N1-022042
Revision of N1-022040

	
	5
	N1-022073
	Cell barring after Network authentication rejection from the UE
	ETSI- NEC Technologies (UK) LTD
	24.008
	Revised to N1-022150

Security

CS domain must be handled as well.

Revision of N1-022048

	
	5
	N1-022074
	Cell barring after Network authentication rejection from the UE
	ETSI- NEC Technologies (UK) LTD
	24.008
	Agreed.

Security

04.18 -> 44.018.

R99 CR is in N1-022150

Revision of N1-022049

	
	5
	N1-022075
	Cell barring after Network authentication rejection from the UE
	ETSI- NEC Technologies (UK) LTD
	24.008
	Agreed.

Security

04.18 -> 44.018.

R99 CR is in N1-022150

Revision of N1-022050

	
	5
	N1-022076
	No MT calls after resumption of GPRS in Network Operation Mode I
	Nokia
	04.08
	Agreed.

R97

Version 6.19.0

CR A1125

R97/98: N1-022076-77

R99/4/5: N1-022062-64

GPRS

	
	5
	N1-022077
	No MT calls after resumption of GPRS in Network Operation Mode I
	Nokia
	04.08
	Agreed.

R98

Version 7.18.0

CR A1127

R97/98: N1-022076-77

R99/4/5: N1-022062-64

GPRS

	
	5
	N1-022148
	Use of cause #14 in networks using NMO I
	Motorola/A.Howell
	09.95
	Agreed.

According to 24.008 4.7.3.2.5 the MS either remains in MM IDLE substate NORMAL SERVICE if it was updated before. If not, the new substate is ATTEMPTING TO UPDATE and therefore according to 4.2.2.2 must perform normal LU procedure. 

· After reject cause #7 the MS shall consider SIM as invalid for GPRS services until switch off the SIM is removed.

· Also R98 of 09.95 does exist and mirror CR is needed.

· Combined attach should be affected also

· Why does the MS need to keep repeating RAU -> 24.008 does not give any (4.7.3.1.5) requirement for GMM state transitions even though the MM states and substates after attempt counter * combined procedures have been made

TEI

Revision of N1-022065

	
	5
	N1-022150
	Cell barring after Network authentication rejection from the UE
	ETSI- NEC Technologies (UK) LTD
	24.008
	Agreed.

The second change must be worded the same way as the first one, the word ‘shall’ was missing.

Security

Rel-4 –5 mirror CRs are in N1-022074 and 2075.

Revision of N1-022073

	
	
	
	
	
	
	

	6 Void
	
	
	
	
	
	

	
	
	
	
	
	
	

	
	
	
	
	
	
	

	
	
	
	
	
	
	

	7
	Release 5


	
	
	
	
	

	7.1 
	Non-IMS Rel-5 corrections 

Monday 23.9.2002


	2
	What are the consequences if the CRs on frozen specifications are not approved?
	
	
	Only category F is allowed.

	
	7.01
	N1-021978
	Clarification of the coding of the Global CN-Id
	Siemens
	29.018
	Agreed.

IUFLEX

	
	7.01
	N1-021980
	Inter-MSC relocation and intersystem handover for multiple codecs
	Siemens
	23.009
	Revised to N1-022078

TRFO-OOB

	
	7.01
	N1-022078
	Inter-MSC relocation and intersystem handover for multiple codecs
	Siemens
	23.009
	Revised to N1-022152

TRFO-OOB

Revision of N1-021980

	
	7.01
	N1-022152
	Inter-MSC relocation and intersystem handover for multiple codecs
	Siemens
	23.009
	Postponed.

TRFO-OOB

Revision of N1-022078

	
	
	
	
	
	
	

	7.2 
	Draft specifications  and other documents for information

Monday 23.9.2002
	5
	These documents may be 3GPP draft TSs or TRs or ones from the outside of 3GPP such as IETF.
	
	
	

	
	7.02
	N1-021910
	Summary of current IETF documents on SIPPING
	Lucent Technologies / Keith Drage
	
	Noted.

INFO

	
	7.02
	N1-021911
	Summary of current IETF documents on SIP
	Lucent Technologies / Keith Drage
	
	Noted.

INFO

	
	7.02
	N1-021912
	Summary of current IETF documents on MMUSIC
	Lucent Technologies / Keith Drage
	
	Noted.

INFO

	
	7.02
	N1-021929
	INFO: 3GPP SIP P- headers Internet draft
	Ericsson/ M. Garcia
	
	Noted.

INFO

	
	7.02
	N1-021996
	CN1 Open Items List
	Dynamicsoft Andrew Allen
	
	Noted.

INFO

	
	
	
	
	
	
	

	7.3
	IMS Registration

Tuesday 24.9.2002
	10
	What are the consequences if the CRs on frozen specifications are not approved?
	
	
	Only category F is allowed.

	
	7.03
	N1-021904
	Service Route Header and Path Header interactions
	Ericsson/M. Houde
	24.229
	Revised to N1-022080

N1-021904 and N1-021994 are overlapping.

	
	7.03
	N1-021933
	UE Registration
	Lucent Technologies / Milo Orsic
	24.229
	Revised to N1-022081

UE does not receive IK but calculates it.

N1-022034 are related.

	
	7.03
	N1-021935
	Usage of private user identity during registration
	Lucent Technologies / Milo Orsic
	24.229
	Revised to N1-022083

	
	7.03
	N1-021936
	P-CSCF subscription to the users registration-state event
	Lucent Technologies / Milo Orsic
	24.229
	Revised to N1-022084

	
	7.03
	N1-021940
	S-CSCF handling of protected registrations
	Lucent Technologies / Milo Orsic
	24.229
	Revised to N1-022085

	
	7.03
	N1-021941
	S-CSCF handling of subscription to the users registration-state event
	Lucent Technologies / Milo Orsic
	24.229
	Revised to N1-022086

At least P-CSCF and UE must be are allowed to subscribe to registration state information but it was proposed that additionally e.g. an AS may have to do so and this should not be forbidden.

How to check at S-CSCF if the request (maybe also other than SUBSCRIBE) came from the right user?

	
	7.03
	N1-021951
	Corrections to the Path and Service-Route headers
	Ericsson, M. Garcia
	24.228
	Revised to N1-022087

N1-021951 and N1-022024 are related.

	
	7.03
	N1-021985
	Contact header value at registration
	Ericsson, M. Garcia
	24.228
	Agreed.

It was agreed that the most typical example of caller preferences usage should be shown and there was some uncertainty as to what caller preference usage would betypical. Discussions are being initiated on IETF list based on that understanding. A later revision of the CR may be needed depending on the outcome of that discussion.

	
	7.03
	N1-021987
	Expires information in REGISTER response
	Siemens / Georg Mayer
	24.229
	Revised to N1-022095

The proposed addition was removed, but the deletion is correct.

Is there a corresponding 24.228 CR?

	
	7.03
	N1-021994
	Alignment of UE with SIP UA funtions including Path header and Service-Route header support
	Dynamicsoft Andrew Allen
	24.229
	Postponed until the next CN1 meeting

Voiding 7.2.8 should be taken out of the revision of this CR.

N1-021904 and N1-021994 are overlapping.

	
	7.03
	N1-022080
	Service Route Header and Path Header interactions
	Ericsson/M. Houde
	24.229
	Agreed.

N1-021904 and N1-021994 are overlapping.

Revision of N1-021904

	
	7.03
	N1-022081
	UE Registration
	Lucent Technologies / Milo Orsic
	24.229
	Agreed.

UE does not receive IK but calculates it.

Revision of N1-021933

	
	7.03
	N1-022083
	Usage of private user identity during registration
	Lucent Technologies / Milo Orsic
	24.229
	Agreed.

Revision of N1-021935

	
	7.03
	N1-022084
	P-CSCF subscription to the users registration-state event
	Lucent Technologies / Milo Orsic
	24.229
	Agreed.

Revision of N1-021936

	
	7.03
	N1-022085
	S-CSCF handling of protected registrations
	Lucent Technologies / Milo Orsic
	24.229
	Agreed.

Revision of N1-021940

	
	7.03
	N1-022086
	S-CSCF handling of subscription to the users registration-state event
	Lucent Technologies / Milo Orsic
	24.229
	Agreed 

And Per was asked to check the spelling.

At least P-CSCF and UE must be are allowed to subscribe to registration state information but it was proposed that additionally e.g. an AS may have to do so and this should not be forbidden.

How to check at S-CSCF if the request (maybe also other than SUBSCRIBE) came from the right user?

Revision of N1-021941

	
	7.03
	N1-022087
	Corrections to the Path and Service-Route headers
	Ericsson, M. Garcia
	24.228
	Revised to N1-022151

Revision of N1-021951

	
	7.03
	N1-022095
	Expires information in REGISTER response
	Siemens / Georg Mayer
	24.229
	Agreed.

The proposed addition was removed, but the deletion is correct.

The corresponding 24.228 changes were agreed to be included in N1-022087. 

Revision of N1-021987

	
	7.03
	N1-022151
	Corrections to the Path and Service-Route headers
	Ericsson, M. Garcia
	24.228
	Agreed.

Revision of N1-022087

	
	
	
	
	
	
	

	7.4
	IMS De-registration

Tuesday 24.9.2002
	
	What are the consequences if the CRs on frozen specifications are not approved?
	
	
	Only category F is allowed.

	
	
	
	
	
	
	

	
	
	
	
	
	
	

	
	
	
	
	
	
	

	7.5
	IMS Configuration hiding

Tuesday 24.9.2002
	
	What are the consequences if the CRs on frozen specifications are not approved?
	
	
	Only category F is allowed.

	
	
	
	
	
	
	

	
	
	
	
	
	
	

	
	
	
	
	
	
	

	7.6 
	IMS Authentication

Tuesday 24.9.2002
	
	What are the consequences if the CRs on frozen specifications are not approved?
	
	
	Only category F is allowed.

	
	
	
	
	
	
	

	
	
	
	
	
	
	

	
	
	
	
	
	
	

	7.7
	IMS Call initiation

Tuesday 24.9.2002
	18
	What are the consequences if the CRs on frozen specifications are not approved?
	
	
	Only category F is allowed.

	
	7.07
	N1-021893
	Add P-headers to MO#1b flow
	Nortel Networks/ Sonia Garapaty
	24.228
	Revised to N1-022096

	
	7.07
	N1-021903
	Alignment of the MGCF procedures to RFC 3312
	Ericsson/M. Houde
	24.229
	Agreed.

	
	7.07
	N1-021925
	Fix gprs-charging-info definition and descriptions
	Lucent Technologies and NEC Corporation
	24.229
	Revised to N1-022079

‘IM CN subsystem signaling PDP context’ does not exist and signaling PDP context is not restricted to SIP signaling only.

	
	7.07
	N1-021926
	Fix ioi descriptions
	Lucent Technologies / Eric Henrikson
	24.229
	Revised to N1-022097

	
	7.07
	N1-021927
	Add charging P-header examples to call flows
	Lucent Technologies / Eric Henrikson
	24.228
	Revised to N1-022057

	
	7.07
	N1-021928
	Support of non-IMS forking
	Ericsson/ M. Garcia
	24.229
	Agreed.

The MCC was requested to replace one ‘clause’ with ‘subclause’ as appropriate

	
	7.07
	N1-021932
	Handling of INVITE requests that do not contain SDP
	Ericsson/ M. Garcia
	24.229
	Revised to N1-022098

Moved from agenda item 7.2

	
	7.07
	N1-021934
	P-Asserted-Identity header inserted by the UE
	Lucent Technologies / Milo Orsic
	24.229
	Rejected

But partly included in the revised CR N1-022100

N1-021934 and N1-022017 are related.

	
	7.07
	N1-021937
	Handling of MT call by the P-CSCF
	Lucent Technologies / Milo Orsic
	24.229
	Revised to N1-022101

	
	7.07
	N1-021942
	Determination of MO or MT in I-CSCF
	Lucent Technologies / Milo Orsic
	24.229
	Revised to N1-022102

	
	7.07
	N1-021952
	General clean-up of section 17.3
	Ericsson, M. Garcia
	24.228
	Agreed.

	
	7.07
	N1-021956
	Clarifications of the binding and media grouping
	Ericsson / A Monrad
	24.229
	Revised to N1-022103

N1-021896 and N1-021956 disagree with each other in the handling of authorization token.

	
	7.07
	N1-021957
	Go related error codes in the UE
	Ericsson / A Monrad
	24.229
	Revised to N1-022105



	
	7.07
	N1-021992
	Support of originating requests from Application Servers
	Dynamicsoft Andrew Allen
	24.229
	Revised to N1-022106

	
	7.07
	N1-022026
	AS routing
	Nokia
	24.229
	Revised to N1-022107

How to handle the case when the terminating user is not registered?

	
	7.07
	N1-022027
	Corrections to 5112
	Nokia
	24.229
	Rejected.

But the first change will be reworded and included in the N1-022087.

	
	7.07
	N1-022028
	Warning header
	Nokia
	24.229
	Revised to N1-022108

	
	7.07
	N1-022057
	Add charging P-header examples to call flows
	Lucent Technologies / Eric Henrikson
	24.228
	Revised to N1-022099

Revision of N1-021927

	
	7.07
	N1-022079
	Fix gprs-charging-info definition and descriptions
	Lucent Technologies and NEC Corporation
	24.229
	Agreed.

‘IM CN subsystem signaling PDP context’ does not exist and signaling PDP context is not restricted to SIP signaling only.

There is no indication of impact to other specifications and possible 24.228 CR was discussed but there was no firm decision if one is needed or not.

Revision of N1-021925

	
	7.07
	N1-022096
	Add P-headers to MO#1b flow
	Nortel Networks/ Sonia Garapaty
	24.228
	Agreed.

Whether P-Access-Network is stored in S-CSCF or not is FFS.

Revision of N1-021893

	
	7.07
	N1-022097
	Fix ioi descriptions
	Lucent Technologies / Eric Henrikson
	24.229
	Rejected.

No agreement on whether the originating IOI must be inserted always or only if IOI was received.

Is there any impact on the other specifications

Revision of N1-021926

	
	7.07
	N1-022098
	Handling of INVITE requests that do not contain SDP
	Ericsson/ M. Garcia
	24.229
	Agreed

Revision of N1-021932

	
	7.07
	N1-022099
	Add charging P-header examples to call flows
	Lucent Technologies / Eric Henrikson
	24.228
	Withdrawn.

Revision of N1-022057

	
	7.07
	N1-022101
	Handling of MT call by the P-CSCF
	Lucent Technologies / Milo Orsic
	24.229
	Revised to N1-022154

P-Called-Party-ID header must also be stored at step 6.

Revision of N1-021937

	
	7.07
	N1-022102
	Determination of MO or MT in I-CSCF
	Lucent Technologies / Milo Orsic
	24.229
	Agreed.

All changes in 5.3.3.1 are removed and the word ‘header’ must not be part of the second deletion.

Revision of N1-021942

	
	7.07
	N1-022103
	Clarifications of the binding and media grouping
	Ericsson / A Monrad
	24.229
	Postponed.

N1-022104 is split out of this tdoc.

Revision of N1-021956

	
	7.07
	N1-022104
	
	Ericsson / A Monrad
	24.229
	Revised to N1-022137

New CR which is split out of N1-021956

	
	7.07
	N1-022105
	Go related error codes in the UE
	Ericsson / A Monrad
	24.229
	Agreed.

Revision of N1-021957

	
	7.07
	N1-022106
	Support of originating requests from Application Servers
	Dynamicsoft Andrew Allen
	24.229
	Agreed.

The only change from the previous version is the deletion of the references to the Mw and ISC interfaces.

Revision of N1-021992

	
	7.07
	N1-022107
	AS routing
	Nokia
	24.229
	Agreed.

MCC was asked to correct the style of the note.

How to handle the case when the terminating user is not registered?

Revision of N1-022026

	
	7.07
	N1-022108
	Warning header
	Nokia
	24.229
	Agreed.

Revision of N1-022028

	
	7.07
	N1-022137
	
	Ericsson / A Monrad
	24.229
	Agreed.

New CR which is split out of N1-021956

Revision of N1-022104

	
	7.07
	N1-022154
	Handling of MT call by the P-CSCF
	Lucent Technologies / Milo Orsic
	24.229
	Agreed

P-Called-Party-ID header must also be stored at step 6.

Revision of N1-022101

	
	
	
	
	
	
	

	7.8
	IMS Call clearing

Tuesday 24.9.2002
	
	What are the consequences if the CRs on frozen specifications are not approved?
	
	
	Only category F is allowed.

	
	7.08
	N1-021939
	P-CSCF acting as a UA
	Lucent Technologies / Milo Orsic
	24.229
	Agreed.

	
	
	
	
	
	
	

	
	
	
	
	
	
	

	7.9
	IMS Abnormal cases and error handling


	
	What are the consequences if the CRs on frozen specifications are not approved?
	
	
	Only category F is allowed.

	
	
	
	
	
	
	

	
	
	
	
	
	
	

	
	
	
	
	
	
	

	7.10
	Other IMS issues 

Wednesday 25.9.2002
	34
	What are the consequences if the CRs on frozen specifications are not approved?
	
	
	Only category F is allowed.

	
	7.10
	N1-021894
	Handling of P-Media-Authorization header
	Nortel Networks/ Sonia Garapaty
	
	Noted.

· It is possible to encode multiple media authorization tokens in policy element. Additionally it is possible to encode other types of elements in policy element. 

· No usage for repeated authorization tokens has been defined in 24.229 but 24.008 and 29.207 suggest that the UE should send to GGSN all elements that were received in 183. This does not include any processing of the contents at the UE.

· Currently no usage for repeated authorization tokens has been defined in Rel-5.

· The maximum length of authorization token(s) must be matched with the max. TFT IE length in GPRS messages which is at maximum less than 240 octets in secondary PDP context activation

· TFT IE was initially created for the user to set filters such as addresses and port numbers at GGSN. Therefore the whole TFT IE length can not be assumed to be available for authorization token.

· The handling of too long authorization token by the UE similar in case one or multiple elements are received.

DISC

	
	7.10
	N1-021895
	Handling of P-Media-Authorization header
	Nortel Networks/ Sonia Garapaty
	24.008
	Revised to N1-022112

N1-021895 and N1-021956 disagree with each other in the handling of authorization token.

	
	7.10
	N1-021896
	Handling of P-Media-Authorization header
	Nortel Networks/ Sonia Garapaty
	24.229
	Revised to N1-022113

N1-021896 and N1-021956 are alternative proposals because the UE handling of multiple authorization tokens is different.

	
	7.10
	N1-021917
	Identification of supported IETF drafts within this release
	Lucent Technologies / Keith Drage
	24.229
	Revision of N1-022114

	
	7.10
	N1-021919
	Addition of clause 6 though clause 9 references to conformance clause
	Lucent Technologies / Keith Drage
	24.229
	Agreed.

	
	7.10
	N1-021920
	URL and address assignments
	Lucent Technologies / Keith Drage
	24.229
	Revised to N1-022115

	
	7.10
	N1-021930
	Alignment of the SDP attributes related to QoS integration with IETF
	Ericsson/ M. Garcia
	24.229
	Agreed.

	
	7.10
	N1-021931
	Update of the 3GPP-generated SIP P- headers document references
	Ericsson/ M. Garcia
	24.229
	Revised to N1-022116

	
	7.10
	N1-021944
	Definition of the NAI and RTCP abbreviations
	Lucent Technologies / Milo Orsic
	24.229
	Agreed.

	
	7.10
	N1-021953
	Indication of successful establishment of Dedicated Signalling PDP context to the UE
	Nokia
	24.229
	Revised to N1-022088

	
	7.10
	N1-021958
	Emergency service correction
	Nokia
	
	Noted.

N1-021906, N1-021907, N1-021908, N1-021958 and N1-021959 are related.

DISC

	
	7.10
	N1-021959
	Emergency service correction
	Nokia
	24.229
	Postponed

· Not possible to benefit from this approach in CS domain.

· The MCC+MNC are proposed to be contained in cell-id P-header in the INVITE message.

· Both methods are access dependent since this one relies on GSM encoding of MCC+MNC while the one documented in N1-021908 depends on the access network providing the emergency numbers.

· How are the national emergency numbers overlapping local service numbers in some other countries handled? (192, 118)

· The local emergency number (based on MCC+MNC) will override any possible service number since there is no easy way to ask for user intervention.

N1-021906, N1-021907, N1-021908, N1-021958 and N1-021959 are related.

	
	7.10
	N1-021960
	Flow Identifier Encoding
	Nortel Networks/ Sonia Garapaty
	24.008
	Revised to N1-022089

	
	7.10
	N1-021967
	Correction to 24.228 flows - sections 10.4 and 10.5
	Hugh Shieh/AWS
	24.228
	Revised to N1-022118

	
	7.10
	N1-021968
	Correction to 24.228 flows- section 17.5
	Hugh Shieh/AWS
	24.228
	Revised to N1-022119

	
	7.10
	N1-021971
	Clarifications on CCF/ECF addresses
	NEC/Yukio Kawanami
	24.229
	Revised to N1-022120

	
	7.10
	N1-021972
	Clarifications on AS role
	NEC/Yukio Kawanami
	24.229
	Rejected.

	
	7.10
	N1-021973
	Clarifications on dedicated PDP Context for IMS signaling 
	NEC/Yukio Kawanami
	24.229
	Revised to N1-022121

	
	7.10
	N1-021974
	Clarifications on dedicated PDP Context for charging requirement
	NEC/Yukio Kawanami
	24.229
	Rejected.

	
	7.10
	N1-021975
	Clarifications of SDP for charging requirement
	NEC/Yukio Kawanami
	24.229
	Postponed

Related LS in N1-022122

Which SDP is required for charging? Is a LS to SA5 needed?

	
	7.10
	N1-021981
	Clarifications on the use of charging correlation information
	NEC/Yukio Kawanami
	24.229
	Revised to N1-022123

	
	7.10
	N1-021982
	Clarifications on MESSAGE for charging requirement
	NEC/Yukio Kawanami
	24.229
	Rejected.

	
	7.10
	N1-021983
	Clarifications on AS procedures for charging requirement
	NEC/Yukio Kawanami
	24.229
	Rejected.

Concern that the CR would unnecessarily dictate an implementation (by mandating to store the list of ASs). 

If 32.225 is ambiguous as stated on the cover page then the right way to deal with the problem is to correct that instead of adding more charging related requirements to protocol specification 24.229.

	
	7.10
	N1-021984
	Clarifications on UUS data for charging requirement
	NEC/Yukio Kawanami
	24.229
	Withdrawn.

	
	7.10
	N1-021986
	General update of section 5.3
	Ericsson, M. Garcia
	24.228
	Agreed.

	
	7.10
	N1-021988
	Discussion Paper on re-synchronisation SIP compression
	Siemens / Mark
	
	Noted.

Indication of decompressor failure by setting the state memory size = 0.

· There is no need to make a decision now and so we wait until CN1 #27 meeting.

· It was agreed that an IETF based solution would be preferable if one can be available in time for Rel-5.

· It was requested that both dynamicsoft and Siemens submits their proposals as an IETF draft to get IETF opinion on both alternatives.

Related CR in N1-021989

N1-021988 and N1-022043 are related.
DISC

	
	7.10
	N1-021989
	CR on re-syncronisation of SIP compressor/de-compressor
	Siemens / Mark
	24.229
	Withdrawn

	
	7.10
	N1-021993
	Analysis of Issues identifies in IETF liaison
	Dynamicsoft Andrew Allen
	
	Noted.

Related with LS out in N1-022127 and discussion document N1-022128.

DISC

	
	7.10
	N1-021998
	P-CSCF sending 100 (Trying) Response for reINVITE
	Siemens / Georg Mayer
	24.229
	Agreed.

	
	7.10
	N1-021999
	P-CSCF shall not save Record-Route of refreshing requests
	Siemens / Georg Mayer
	24.229
	Revised to N1-022124

	
	7.10
	N1-022014
	Technical analysis on IETF's concerns on SIP in IMS Release 5 in "Liaison Statement on Interoperability Issues and SIP in IMS"
	Nokia
	
	Noted.

Related with LS out in N1-022127 and discussion document N1-022128.

DISC

	
	7.10
	N1-022033
	P-CSCF procedure tidyup
	Lucent Technologies / Keith Drage
	24.229
	Revised to N1-022125

	
	7.10
	N1-022034
	UE procedure tidyup
	Lucent Technologies / Keith Drage
	24.229
	Revised to N1-022082

	
	7.10
	N1-022035
	MESSAGE corrections part 1
	Lucent Technologies / Keith Drage
	24.229
	Revised to N1-022126

	
	7.10
	N1-022043
	SIP compression resynchronisation
	Dynamicsoft Andrew Allen
	
	Noted.

Proposal that decompressor sends a NACK with error code to indicate error situation.
How much delay does the new IETF dependency cause?

N1-021988 and N1-022043 are related.

	
	7.10
	N1-022082
	UE procedure tidyup
	Lucent Technologies / Keith Drage
	24.229
	Agreed.

Revision of N1-022034

	
	7.10
	N1-022088
	Indication of successful establishment of Dedicated Signalling PDP context to the UE
	Nokia
	24.229
	Revised to N1-022129

Revision of N1-021953

	
	7.10
	N1-022089
	Flow Identifier Encoding
	Nortel Networks/ Sonia Garapaty
	24.008
	Revised to N1-022117

Revision of N1-021960

	
	7.10
	N1-022112
	Handling of P-Media-Authorization header
	Nortel Networks/ Sonia Garapaty
	24.008
	Postponed.

N1-021895 and N1-021956 disagree with each other in the handling of authorization token.

Only one auth. Token per session is supported in Rel-5 but what is the UE supposed to do if it receives multiple authorization tokens (which may be useful in Rel-6)?

Revision of N1-021895

	
	7.10
	N1-022113
	Handling of P-Media-Authorization header
	Nortel Networks/ Sonia Garapaty
	24.229
	Withdrawn.

N1-021896 and N1-021956 are alternative proposals because the UE handling of multiple authorization tokens is different.

Revision of N1-021896

	
	7.10
	N1-022114
	Identification of supported IETF drafts within this release
	Lucent Technologies / Keith Drage
	24.229
	Agreed.

· The priniciple of possible support of non-referenced RFCs in the UE and other elements is something that 3GPP can not and should not block. However, at least for UE this leads to cherry picking which needs to be revisited at plenary level. 

· The approach to cherry picking in cellular protocols and IP protocols may be different.

Revision of N1-021917

	
	7.10
	N1-022115
	URL and address assignments
	Lucent Technologies / Keith Drage
	24.229
	Agreed.

Revision of N1-021920

	
	7.10
	N1-022116
	Update of the 3GPP-generated SIP P- headers document references
	Ericsson/ M. Garcia
	24.229
	Agreed.

Revision of N1-021931

	
	7.10
	N1-022117
	Flow Identifier Encoding
	Nortel Networks/ Sonia Garapaty
	24.008
	Revised to N1-022159

The core network is also impacted.

Revision of N1-022089

	
	7.10
	N1-022118
	Correction to 24.228 flows - sections 10.4 and 10.5
	Hugh Shieh/AWS
	24.228
	Agreed.

Revision of N1-021967

	
	7.10
	N1-022119
	Correction to 24.228 flows- section 17.5
	Hugh Shieh/AWS
	24.228
	Agreed.

Revision of N1-021968

	
	7.10
	N1-022120
	Clarifications on CCF/ECF addresses
	NEC/Yukio Kawanami
	24.229
	Agreed.

Revision of N1-021971

	
	7.10
	N1-022121
	Clarifications on dedicated PDP Context for IMS signaling 
	NEC/Yukio Kawanami
	24.229
	Revised to N1-022156

Revision of N1-021973

	
	7.10
	N1-022123
	Clarifications on the use of charging correlation information
	NEC/Yukio Kawanami
	24.229
	Revised to N1-022157

Revision of N1-021981

	
	7.10
	N1-022124
	P-CSCF shall not save Record-Route of refreshing requests
	Siemens / Georg Mayer
	24.229
	Agreed.

Revision of N1-021999

	
	7.10
	N1-022125
	P-CSCF procedure tidyup
	Lucent Technologies / Keith Drage
	24.229
	Agreed.

The only change since the previous version is replacing the brackets in the new text with commas.

Revision of N1-022033

	
	7.10
	N1-022126
	MESSAGE corrections part 1
	Lucent Technologies / Keith Drage
	24.229
	Withdrawn.

Revision of N1-022035

	
	7.10
	N1-022129
	Indication of successful establishment of Dedicated Signalling PDP context to the UE
	Nokia
	24.229
	Agreed.

Revision of N1-022088

	
	7.10
	N1-022156
	Clarifications on dedicated PDP Context for IMS signaling 
	NEC/Yukio Kawanami
	24.229
	Agreed.

Revision of N1-022121

	
	7.10
	N1-022157
	Clarifications on the use of charging correlation information
	NEC/Yukio Kawanami
	24.229
	Agreed

The only change since the previous version is that the first change in 4.5.2 is reversed and the old text is kept.

Revision of N1-022123

	
	7.10
	N1-022159
	Flow Identifier Encoding
	Nortel Networks/ Sonia Garapaty
	24.008
	Agreed.

The core network is also impacted.

Revision of N1-022117

	
	
	
	
	
	
	

	7.11
	Minor IMS issues

Thursday 26.9.2002 
	
	What are the consequences if the CRs on frozen specifications are not approved?

Very brief presentation or no presentation at all. Please study these before Thursday.
	
	
	Only category F is allowed.

	
	7.11
	N1-021902
	Wrong references in 4.1
	Ericsson/M. Houde
	24.229
	Agreed.

	
	7.11
	N1-021914
	Addition of tokenization to key
	Lucent Technologies / Keith Drage
	24.228
	Revised to N1-022145

	
	7.11
	N1-021915
	Relationship of Application Servers to flows in 24.228
	Lucent Technologies / Keith Drage
	24.228
	Agreed.

	
	7.11
	N1-021916
	Removal of editor's notes - clause 1 through 4 and other minor changes
	Lucent Technologies / Keith Drage
	24.228
	Revised to N1-022146

	
	7.11
	N1-021918
	Clarifications and editorials to SIP profile
	Lucent Technologies / Keith Drage
	24.229
	Revised to N1-022056

	
	7.11
	N1-022021
	References corrections
	Nokia
	24.228
	Late!

	
	7.11
	N1-022022
	Clause 17.6 Error handling
	Nokia
	24.228
	Late!

	
	7.11
	N1-022023
	Editorial on To and From headers
	Nokia
	24.228
	Late!

	
	7.11
	N1-022025
	Editor's notes in 24.228
	Nokia
	24.228
	Late!

	
	7.11
	N1-022032
	S-CSCF procedure tidyup
	Lucent Technologies / Keith Drage
	24.229
	Revised to N1-022147

	
	7.11
	N1-022056
	Clarifications and editorials to SIP profile
	Lucent Technologies / Keith Drage
	24.229
	Agreed.

Revision of N1-021918

	
	7.11
	N1-022145
	Addition of tokenization to key
	Lucent Technologies / Keith Drage
	24.228
	Agreed.

The only change since the previous version is the correct spelling of ‘I-CSCF’ and ‘tokenised’

Revision of N1-021914

	
	7.11
	N1-022146
	Removal of editor's notes - clause 1 through 4 and other minor changes
	Lucent Technologies / Keith Drage
	24.228
	Agreed.

The only change since the previous version is the correct spelling of ‘RFC’.

Revision of N1-021916

	
	7.11
	N1-022147
	S-CSCF procedure tidyup
	Lucent Technologies / Keith Drage
	24.229
	Agreed

‘are expected to be treated’ is changed to ‘are treated’

Revision of N1-022032

	
	
	
	
	
	
	

	7.12
	IMS: 23.218

Thursday 26.9.2002
	3
	What are the consequences if the CRs on frozen specifications are not approved?


	
	
	Only category F is allowed.

This agenda item was agreed to be moved earlier in Rel-5 IMS

	
	7.12
	N1-021969
	Clarification on CCF/ECF addresses
	NEC/Yukio Kawanami
	23.218
	Revised to N1-022142

	
	7.12
	N1-021970
	Clarification on MRFP reference point 
	NEC/Yukio Kawanami
	23.218
	Revised to N1-022143

	
	7.12
	N1-021991
	Support of originating requests from Application Servers
	dynamicsoft,Andrew Allen
	23.218
	Revised to N1-022144

	
	7.12
	N1-022142
	Clarification on CCF/ECF addresses
	NEC/Yukio Kawanami
	23.218
	Agreed.

Revision of N1-021969

	
	7.12
	N1-022143
	Clarification on MRFP reference point 
	NEC/Yukio Kawanami
	23.218
	Postponed

Revision of N1-021970

	
	7.12
	N1-022144
	Support of originating requests from Application Servers
	dynamicsoft,Andrew Allen
	23.218
	Agreed.

Revision of N1-021991

	
	
	
	
	
	
	

	8 
	Release 6 work items


	
	
	
	
	

	8.1
	Presence

Tuesday 24.9.2002
	16
	
	
	
	

	
	8.01
	N1-021913
	Summary of current IETF documents on SIMPLE
	Lucent Technologies / Keith Drage
	
	Noted.

INFO

	
	8.01
	N1-021921
	Draft 3GPP TR 24.841 "Presence based on SIP; Functional models, flows and protocol details"
	Lucent Technologies / Keith Drage
	24.841
	Noted.

· It was agreed to use Visio as the tool for drawing diagrams in this document.

· The title of the document will need to be taken from the MCC specification database.

· The TR is still under WG control and it was agreed that all CRs agreed in this meeting will be implemented after the WG meeting to the reference version for the CN1 #26bis ad hoc meeting.

TR for INFO

	
	8.01
	N1-021922
	CR to 24,841: Inclusion of material to Presence TR lost in replacement at last meeting
	Lucent Technologies / Keith Drage
	24.841
	Revised to N1-022130

· The first sentence is deleted from the editor’s note in proposal 1. 

· ‘Intended’ instead of ‘proposed’ in proposals 3 and 4.

· ‘Service’ instead of ‘operation’ in the title of fourth proposal.

	
	8.01
	N1-021923
	CR to 24,841: Handling of references and Bibiography
	Lucent Technologies / Keith Drage
	24.841
	Agreed

· The rapporteur was asked to correct the numbering of the bibliography reference list.

· Unreferenced but useful links to RFCs are moved to bibliography annex. 

· This list could serve as the initial RFC dependency list.

	
	8.1
	N1-022004
	CR to 3GPP TR 24.841 V0.1.0: Additions to the Presence TR (24.229 part)
	Nokia
	24.841
	Revised to N1-022131

N1-022004 and N1-022038 are merged together.

	
	8.1
	N1-022005
	CR to 3GPP TR 24.841 V0.1.0: Corrections on flow 6.1.2.1 (24.229 part)
	Nokia
	24.841
	Revised to N1-022132

	
	8.1
	N1-022006
	CR to 3GPP TR 24.841 V0.1.0: Proposal for flow 6.1.3.1
	Nokia
	24.841
	Revised to N1-022133

	
	8.1
	N1-022007
	CR to 3GPP TR 24.841 V0.1.0: Proposal for flow 6.1.4.1
	Nokia
	24.841
	Revised to N1-022134

	
	8.1
	N1-022008
	CR to 3GPP TR 24.841 V0.1.0: Proposal for flow 6.1.5.1
	Nokia
	24.841
	Revised to N1-022135

	
	8.1
	N1-022009
	CR to 3GPP TR 24.841 V0.1.0: Proposal for flow 6.2.2.1
	Nokia
	24.841
	Revised to N1-022136



	
	8.1
	N1-022010
	CR to 3GPP TR 24.841 V0.1.0: Proposal for flow 6.2.3.1
	Nokia
	24.841
	Revised to N1-022138

	
	8.1
	N1-022011
	CR to 3GPP TR 24.841 V0.1.0: Corrections on flow 6.3.2.1
	Nokia
	24.841
	Revised to N1-022139

	
	8.1
	N1-022012
	CR to 3GPP TR 24.841 V0.1.0: Proposal for flow 6.3.3.1
	Nokia
	24.841
	Revised to N1-022140

	
	8.1
	N1-022013
	CR to 3GPP TR 24.841 V0.1.0: Proposal for flow 6.4
	Nokia
	24.841
	Revised to N1-022141



	
	8.01
	N1-022030
	CR to 24.841: Clause 4 revisions
	Lucent Technologies / Keith Drage
	24.841
	Rejected.



	
	8.01
	N1-022038
	CR to 24.841: Clause 7 revisions
	Lucent Technologies / Keith Drage
	24.841
	Revised to N1-022131

N1-022004 and N1-022038 are merged together.

	
	8.01
	N1-022130
	CR to 24,841: Inclusion of material to Presence TR lost in replacement at last meeting
	Lucent Technologies / Keith Drage
	24.841
	Agreed.

· The first sentence is deleted from the editor’s note in proposal 1. 

· ‘Intended’ instead of ‘proposed’ in proposals 3 and 4.

· ‘Service’ instead of ‘operation’ in the title of fourth proposal.

Revision of N1-021922

	
	8.01
	N1-022131
	CR to 24.841: Clause 7 revisions
	Lucent Technologies / Keith Drage
	24.841
	Revised to N1-022158

N1-022004 and N1-022038 are merged together.

Revision of N1-022004 and N1-022038

	
	8.1
	N1-022132
	CR to 3GPP TR 24.841 V0.1.0: Corrections on flow 6.1.2.1 (24.229 part)
	Nokia
	24.841
	Agreed.

Revision of N1-022005

	
	8.1
	N1-022133
	CR to 3GPP TR 24.841 V0.1.0: Proposal for flow 6.1.3.1
	Nokia
	24.841
	Agreed.

The only change since the previous version is that instead of referencing to similar call flow the redundant call flow is deleted.

Revision of N1-022006

	
	8.1
	N1-022134
	CR to 3GPP TR 24.841 V0.1.0: Proposal for flow 6.1.4.1
	Nokia
	24.841
	Agreed.

Revision of N1-022007

	
	8.1
	N1-022135
	CR to 3GPP TR 24.841 V0.1.0: Proposal for flow 6.1.5.1
	Nokia
	24.841
	Agreed.

Revision of N1-022008

	
	8.1
	N1-022136
	CR to 3GPP TR 24.841 V0.1.0: Proposal for flow 6.2.2.1
	Nokia
	24.841
	Agreed.

Agreed that menitioning the possibility to publish partial presence information is not appropriate in the call flow, even though this is required in stage 2.

Revision of N1-022009

	
	8.1
	N1-022138
	CR to 3GPP TR 24.841 V0.1.0: Proposal for flow 6.2.3.1
	Nokia
	24.841
	Revised to N1-022161

Revision of N1-022010

	
	8.1
	N1-022139
	CR to 3GPP TR 24.841 V0.1.0: Corrections on flow 6.3.2.1
	Nokia
	24.841
	Agreed.

The only difference since the previous version is the angle brackets in Route and Record-Route headers.

Revision of N1-022011

	
	8.1
	N1-022140
	CR to 3GPP TR 24.841 V0.1.0: Proposal for flow 6.3.3.1
	Nokia
	24.841
	Agreed.

The only change since the previous version is the usage of angle brackets in Route and Record-Route headers and alignment of term PLS in the diagram and the text.

Revision of N1-022012

	
	8.1
	N1-022141
	CR to 3GPP TR 24.841 V0.1.0: Proposal for flow 6.4
	Nokia
	24.841
	Agreed.

The only difference since the previous version is the angle brackets as in the previous documents and some editorials.

It was agreed that a CR to cover a case when a new watcher joins in after the SUBSCRIBE – NOTIFY should be studied in the next meeting. Dynamicsoft volunteered to draft a CR to CN1 #26bis in Munich.

Revision of N1-022103

	
	8.01
	N1-022158
	CR to 24.841: Clause 7 revisions
	Lucent Technologies / Keith Drage
	24.841
	Agreed.

N1-022004 and N1-022038 are merged together.

Revision of N1-022131

	
	8.1
	N1-022161
	CR to 3GPP TR 24.841 V0.1.0: Proposal for flow 6.2.3.1
	Nokia
	24.841
	Agreed.

Revision of N1-022138

	
	
	
	
	
	
	

	8.2
	MBMS (Multimedia Broadcast Multicast Services)

Thursday 26.9.2002
	1
	
	
	
	

	
	8.2

Thursday 26.9.2002
	N1-022047
	MBMS Technical Report
	H3G
	29.846
	Noted.

TR

	
	
	
	
	
	
	

	8.3
	IMS Stage 3 enhancements
	1
	
	
	
	

	
	8.3

Thursday 26.9.2002
	N1-021995
	Status of SIMPLE and Messaging
	Dynamicsoft Andrew Allen
	
	Noted.

· It was proposed that Immediate and Session based messaging be based upon the existing SIMPLE work and evolution of it. The proposed mechanism looks feasible even though some the details in the attached call flows were commented to be incorrect.

· Deferred messaging is up to T2 to handle and CN1 did not consider that alternative.
· 3GPP requirements can be contributed to IETF SIMPLE group as joint internet drafts as was done with 3GPP Rel-5 SIP requirements.

DISC

Related with LS in N1-021886

	
	
	
	
	
	
	

	8.4
	IMS interoperability

Thursday 26.9.2002
	1
	
	
	
	Interoperability and Commonality between IP Multimedia Systems using different "IP-connectivity Networks"; stage 3

	
	8.04
	N1-022031
	Discussion on access independence
	Lucent Technologies / Keith Drage
	
	Noted.

The following issues were agreed:

To align with SA2 terminology related with access independence.

23.218:

· Moving of some of the details in subclause 5.1 to hide CAMEL and OSA to clauses 10 and 11.

· Subclause 10 becomes the only CAMEL specific subclause in 23.218.

· Subclause 11 becomes the only OSA specific subclause in 23.218.

· GPRS terminology will be made more neutral and access independent. This does not mean removal of GPRS specific requirements, if any

24.228:

· Until now this is completely GPRS specific TS and making it access independent is lower priority compared to 23.218 and 24.229

24.229:

· Some GPRS access related stuff is already collected in subclause 9

· Generalisation of GPRS charging to make it access independent

· GPRS related requirements will be collected to subclause 9

· New TS will be started to hold the GPRS related requirements in order to avoid difficulties with Rel-5 CRs that need to be mirrored to Rel-6.

IMS interoperability

	
	
	
	
	
	
	

	8.5
	Other Rel-6 issues

Thursday 26.9.2002
	
	
	
	
	

	
	
	
	
	
	
	

	
	
	
	
	
	
	

	
	
	
	
	
	
	

	9
	Output Liaison Statements

Friday 27.9.2002
	
	
	
	
	

	
	
	N1-022051
	
	Martti
	
	Agreed.

Reply to N1-020545

	
	
	N1-022052
	
	Miguel
	
	Agreed

Reply to N1-021810

	
	
	N1-022053
	
	Miguel
	
	Agreed but the LS will be sent to SA4 also.

Reply to N1-021872

	
	
	N1-022054
	
	Robert
	
	Agreed

Reply to N1-021885

	
	
	N1-022055
	
	Andrew
	
	Agreed.

Reply to N1-021886

	
	
	N1-022058
	
	Duncan
	
	Withdrawn.

Reply to N1-021888

	
	
	N1-022071
	
	Igarashi san
	
	Revised to N1-022153

For early treatment since CN4 needs this.

Related with discussion paper N1-022039

	
	
	N1-022122
	
	Miguel
	
	Agreed.

Per was requested to correct the number of this CN1 meeting and to delete the last sentence from the action to SA5 group.

Related with CR in N1-021975

	
	
	N1-022127
	
	Krisztian & Andrew
	
	Revised to N1-022160

Related with N1-021993 and N1-022014

	
	
	N1-022149
	
	Andrew
	
	Agreed.

Related with 09.95 CR N1-022148

	
	
	N1-022153
	
	Igarashi san
	
	Agreed.

CN4 was asked to endorse the LS.

For early treatment since CN4 needs this.

Related with discussion paper N1-022153

Revision of N1-022071

	
	
	N1-022160
	
	Krisztian & Andrew
	
	Agreed.

Related with N1-021993 and N1-022014

Revision of N1-022127

	
	
	
	
	
	
	

	10
	Late and misplaced documents


	
	Late documents and documents which were submitted with erroneous or incomplete information 
	
	
	Priorisation within this category will be done during the meeting.

	
	5
	N1-022090
	Coding of the "Multiband Supported" bit field in the CM3 IE
	Siemens
	Multiband
	Agreed.

Important CR, coding error in R96 – Rel-5 specs!

· The manufacturers are requested to check that their implementations are already compliant with this change. The CR is needed because the MS CM 3 encoding in 24.008 was broken when the TS changed from table format to CSN coding.

· Rel-5 CR is not needed, since that is already covered in N1-021997 CR which also deals with EDGE capabilities.

	
	5
	N1-022091
	Coding of the "Multiband Supported" bit field in the CM3 IE
	Siemens
	Multiband
	Agreed

Important CR, coding error in R97 – Rel-5 specs!

	
	5
	N1-022092
	Coding of the "Multiband Supported" bit field in the CM3 IE
	Siemens
	Multiband
	Agreed

Important CR, coding error in R97 – Rel-5 specs!

	
	5
	N1-022093
	Coding of the "Multiband Supported" bit field in the CM3 IE
	Siemens
	Multiband
	Agreed

Important CR, coding error in R97 – Rel-5 specs!

	
	5
	N1-022094
	Coding of the "Multiband Supported" bit field in the CM3 IE
	Siemens
	Multiband
	Agreed.

Rel-5 CR is not needed, since that is already covered in N1-021997 CR which also deals with EDGE capabilities.

Important CR, coding error in R97 – Rel-5 specs!

	
	
	
	
	
	
	

	
	7.01
	N1-021979
	Introduction of GERAN Iu-mode
	Siemens
	23.034
	TEI5

	
	7.01
	N1-022003
	Inter-MSC SRNS Relocation For SCUDIF Calls
	LM Ericsson
	
	Noted.

The other CN WGs did also see this discussion document and agreed that CRs will be needed but no CN1 work is foreseen at this point.

DISC

SCUDIF

	
	7.01
	N1-022046
	Emergency Service Procedure
	H3G
	
	IMS-CCR

DISC

	
	
	
	
	
	
	

	
	7.03
	N1-021943
	Handling of default public user identities by the P-CSCF and S-CSCF
	Lucent Technologies / Milo Orsic
	24.229
	

	
	7.03
	N1-021990
	CR on the registration state event package
	Siemens / Mark
	24.228
	

	
	7.03
	N1-022024
	Path and P-Service-Route corrections
	Nokia
	24.228
	Rejected 

But some of the changes are taken to revised CR N1-022087

N1-021951 and N1-022024 are related.

	
	
	
	
	
	
	

	
	7.04
	N1-021954
	Detach of terminals while connected to IMS
	Ericsson / A Monrad
	
	DISC

	
	7.04
	N1-021955
	Detach of terminals connected to IMS
	Ericsson / A Monrad
	24.229
	

	
	
	
	
	
	
	

	
	7.06
	N1-022037
	Security association clarifications
	Lucent Technologies / Keith Drage
	24.229
	

	
	
	
	
	
	
	

	
	7.07
	N1-021938
	P-CSCF handling of P-Asserted-Identity header
	Lucent Technologies / Milo Orsic
	24.229
	

	
	7.07
	N1-022015
	Correction on P-Asserted-Id, P-Preferred-Id, Remote-Party-ID(chapter 7)
	Nokia
	24.228
	Agreed.

	
	7.07
	N1-022016
	Correction on P-Asserted-Id, P-Preferred-Id, Remote-Party-ID(chapter 10.2, 10.3)
	Nokia
	24.228
	

	
	7.07
	N1-022017
	Correction on P-Asserted-Id, P-Preferred-Id, Remote-Party-ID
	Nokia
	24.229
	Revised to N1-022100

N1-021934 and N1-022017 are related.

	
	7.07
	N1-022018
	Corrections on P-CSCF behaviour: handling the Record-Route, Route header fields
	Nokia
	24.228
	

	
	7.07
	N1-022019
	Corrections on P-CSCF behaviour: handling the Record-Route, Route header fields
	Nokia
	24.229
	Postponed.

	
	7.07
	N1-022020
	ENUM translation
	Nokia
	24.229
	Agreed.

	
	7.07
	N1-022100
	Correction on P-Asserted-Id, P-Preferred-Id, Remote-Party-ID
	Nokia
	24.229
	Agreed.

N1-021934 and N1-022017 are related.

Revision of N1-022017

	
	
	
	
	
	
	

	
	7.10
	N1-021897
	Handling of P-Media-Authorization header
	Nortel Networks/ Sonia Garapaty
	29.207
	Noted.

INFO

	
	7.10
	N1-021905
	Fixing a MESSAGE related typo
	Ericsson/M. Houde
	24.229
	

	
	7.10
	N1-021909
	Minor correction to access-network-info header
	Vodafone / Duncan Mills
	24.229
	

	
	7.10
	N1-022036
	MESSAGE corrections part 2
	Lucent Technologies / Keith Drage
	24.229
	

	
	7.10
	N1-022128
	CN1 comments on IETF LS
	Chairman
	
	Noted.

This document is a draft summary of the discussion on the incoming IETF LS. The same issue is covered more thoroughly in the LS N1-022127 which was drafted and agreed subsequently.

	
	
	
	
	
	
	

	
	8.01
	N1-021924
	CR to 24,841: Revisions to subscription flows in clause 6.1.2.1
	Lucent Technologies / Keith Drage
	24.841
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	N1-022029
	Rel6 open issues
	Nokia
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	A.O.B.

Friday 
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	Closing

Friday 

27.9.2002

at 16:00
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