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	Agenda item
	Agenda item title
	Tdoc
	Title
	Source
	Spec.
	Result

	1 
	Opening

Monday 

27 Oct 2003
	
	Opening & welcome 
	
	
	

	
	
	
	
	
	
	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.

	
	
	
	
	
	
	Push to talk presentation has been agreed for Monday at 18:00. The place to be announced later

	
	
	
	
	
	
	It has been agreed with SA2 that they will treat SIP messaging related IMS phase 2 documents on Tuesday starting at 16:00 hours and the interested CN1 delegates are invited to join the discussion.

	
	
	
	
	
	
	It has been agreed with SA1 that they treat IMS emergency call requirements on Wednesday morning. SA2 and CN1 delegates are welcome to join that session.

	
	
	
	
	
	
	

	2


	Agenda & Reports

Monday 

Oct 2003
	
	
	
	
	

	
	2
	N1-031337
	Bangkok0310
	Chairman
	
	Agreed.

	
	2
	N1-031338
	DRAFT MEETING REPORT, 3GPP TSG-CN#21
	MCC
	
	Noted.

	
	2
	N1-031339
	Draft Report for TSG SA meeting #21
	MCC
	
	Noted.

	
	
	
	
	
	
	

	3


	Input Liaison statements

Monday 

27 Oct 2003
	
	
	
	
	

	1
	3
	N1-031401
	Reply LS on Network Sharing in GERAN
	GERAN2
	
	Noted. CC to CN1.

Also GERAN stress the importance of supporting legacy terminals and indicating NMO independently for each sharing PLMN.

	2
	3
	N1-031402
	LS on <Order of frequency bands in MS Radio Access Capability IE>
	GERAN2
	
	CN1 is requested to endorse the attached CR. 

The LS can be noted.

The attached CRs are based on old reference version. A new revision is distributed as N1-031505.

	3
	3
	N1-031403
	LS Response on Stage 3 level specification directions for support for subscriber certificate work item
	CN4
	
	Noted.

CN4 requests for more precise requirements from SA3 before proceeding further on subscriber certificates stage 3.

	4
	3
	N1-031404
	Reply LS on P-TMSI signature validation functionality in R99
	CN4
	
	Noted.

CN4 points out to SA2 that it is not an error if the UE provides P-TMSI signature to new SGSN while the old SGSN has not stored it.

	5
	3
	N1-031405
	Re: LS Response to "Inclusion of IMS Signalling Indicator in S-CDR"
	GSMA CPWP
	
	Noted.

Both home and visited GGSN roaming scenarios are possible in IMS but the home GGSN case is the more likely one, since that’s the typical basis of GPRS roaming today.

This raises a question on charging of signaling PDP context in roaming case, since the visited PLMN must do bearer based charging.

	6
	3
	N1-031406
	LS on DNS domains used in 3GPP TS 23.003
	3GPP TSG CN
	
	Noted.

3GPP TSG CN asks GSMA IREG WG opinion on the attached change request to 3GPP TS 23.003 which was forwarded back to WG from TSGN #21. The CR deals with “.gprs” and “3gppnetwork.org” domains.

N1-031600 replies to N1-031406 from CN #21.

	7
	3
	N1-031407
	LS on Call set-up delay reduction in GSM
	RAN2
	
	Noted.

RAN2 to GERAN2 on inter-RAT HO optimization.

	8
	3
	N1-031408
	Reply LS on further guidance for Network Sharing in Rel-6
	RAN2
	
	Noted.

RAN2 ask about the dependency between network sharing and EPLMN and possible delays in PLMN selection. Both questions are in the area of service requirements.

	9
	3
	N1-031409
	Handling of MBMS UEs in RRC-connected, PMM-IDLE state
	RAN2
	
	CN1 reply is in N1-031606

RAN2 would kindly like to ask CN1 to consider what NAS signalling will be used by the UE when transiting to PMM-CONNECTED state on request of the UTRAN for MBMS counting purposes.

· Attach from PMM-DETACHED and service request when entering PMM-CONNECTED from PMM-IDLE could be used. Did RAN2 consider the case when the UE is already in PMM-CONNECTED and no service request is sent?

· What is the SA2 rection to this?

	10
	3
	N1-031410
	Response on “Work following the joint SA2/RAN2/CN1 meeting on paging”
	RAN3
	
	Noted.

RAN3 ask for SA2 confirmation to proceed with changes to ensure CS domain paging while the UE is Iu PS connected.

	11
	3
	N1-031411
	LS Response on a new question about RAN assumption
	RAN3
	
	Noted.

Discussion between RAN3 and SA2 on MBMS procedures. No CN1 action.

	12
	3
	N1-031412
	Nature of SIP Signalling
	RAN3
	
	CN1 reply is in N1-031607

Some companies in RAN3 are concerned that the varying nature of SIP signaling may require different RAB for different SIP signaling messages.

It is difficult to distinguish any messages which would require higher priority within SIP signalling.

	13
	3
	N1-031413
	LS on identified NAS/AS issue for Shared networks in connected mode
	RAN3
	
	Postponed, to be resubmitted to the next meeting.

Treated already with the decision below. 

No strong opinions between the two alternative solutions were expressed in CN1 and it is expected that SA2 answers this question to RAN3.

RAN3 asks for SA2 and CN1 help to solve the problem in rejecting a UE camping on a shared network cell and attempting to perform a LU to a forbidden LA. The UE needs explicit LU REJECT message from the network to continue with appropriate actions in case an LU based reject is needed.

	14
	3
	N1-031414
	LS on “Update of WID on MBMS"
	SA4
	
	Noted.

SA4 have updated their WID on MBMS.

	15
	3
	N1-031415
	LS on principles for overlapping issues with OMA regarding PoC
	3GPP TSG SA
	
	Noted.

3GPP asks OMA to consider the following points:

1. 3GPP understands that OMA will develop an application enabler for PoC based on IMS services.

2. OMA is requested to present its requirements for 3GPP to analyze which requirements are supportable within our release 6 plans and what work must be done to remedy any deficiencies.  

3. 3GPP can most efficiently address the OMA requirements through the normal 3GPP workflow.

4. Work within 3GPP to address any enhancements required for PoC is expected to be driven by 3GPP member companies.

5. 3GPP TSG-CN should be the single point of contact with IETF in addressing PoC extensions to IETF protocols.

6. OMA is requested to give a presentation of preliminary PoC requirements, architecture, and timelines during the SA1, SA2, and the CN WG meetings.

	16
	3
	N1-031416
	LS response to SA2 on UE Tunnelling
	T2
	
	Noted.

CC to CN1. T2 SWG2 group has reviewed the impact of Tunnelling on the UE and has currently identified no impact.

	17
	3
	N1-031417
	LS on Call set-up delay reduction in GSM
	GERAN2
	
	Reply is in N1-031608

GERAN propose to add an indication of network support of INTER_RAT HANDOVER INFO to LOCATION UPDATE ACCEPT message.

If they indicate in the attached documents how many octets they would need in LU ACCEPT message they hide it very well.

· If LU ACCEPT carries this indication of AN capabilities then the capabilities of ALL AN nodes in the LA to receive the new UTRAN CLASSMARK CHANGE must be the same.

· The answer to the above is that the operator is assumed to update the whole LA area before switching on this indication of support of the new feature.

· If the UE has not performed LU, e.g. in case of emergency call with no (U)SIM, then it shall default on the old procedure.

· The combined procedures must be considered as well.

	18
	3
	N1-031418
	Reply to LS on Service Id needs in the Access
	GERAN2
	
	Noted.

CC to CN1. GERAN 2 reply to SA2 on MBMS service ID needs in the access.

	19
	3
	N1-031419
	LS on < Addition of multiple TBF capability flag to MS RAC IE >
	GERAN2
	
	Noted.

CN1 is requested to endorse the attached CR.

The CR has been distributed as N1-031504.

	20
	3
	N1-031420
	LS Reply on “Trace Management”
	SA5
	
	CN1 reply is in N1-031610

SA5 answers our earlier questions in N1-031313 on tracing and asks CN1 to confirm the assumption that IMEI and IMEISV are not available in P-CSCF and S-CSCF.

	21
	3
	N1-031459
	Liaison statement on IMS AKA: UE populating RAND and AUTN parameters in responding to challenge
	SA3
	
	Noted.

CN1 action is needed.

SA3 say that the IMS AKA differs from 3G AKA in that the UE must include the RAND in its response. Therefore S-CSCF must store the RAND and include it to the failure message towards HSS in case of authentication failure. The RAND returned by the UE must not be used.

Based on the discussion it was seen that 24.229 and possibly 24.228 CR would be needed. Additionally to this, Cx inteface will be affected.

A related CR N1-031444 has been submitted.

	22
	3
	N1-031460
	LS Response on “new interface names”
	SA3
	
	Noted.

SA3 introduce the new interface names for subscriber certificates.

	23
	3
	N1-031461
	Introducing the Privacy Mechanism in Stage 2
	SA3
	
	CN1 reply is in N1-031611

SA3 asks SA2 to comment on 33.203 CR on privacy extension.

	24
	3
	N1-031462
	LS on Special-RAND mechanism
	SA3
	
	CN1 reply is in N1-031462

It is being proposed that the applicability of ciphering key obtained during authentication could be restricted to certain algorithm(s) only.

· It was agreed that the proposed mechanism looks feasible

· The UE shall not send anything in case not allowed ciphering algorithm is commanded by the network

· What is the UE reaction after this error?

· Bar the cell?

· Deactivate PDP context?

· Detach?

	25
	3
	N1-031463
	LS response to Stage 2 requirements for subscriber certificate work item
	SA3
	
	Noted.

SA3 summarises the CN1 requirements as follows: 

Requirements on Ub interface (protocol A)

· The BSF shall be able to identify the UE.

· The BSF and the UE shall be able to authenticate each other based on AKA.

· The BSF shall be able to send a transaction identifer to UE.
There are related contributions in N1-031572, N1-031587 N1-031588.

	26
	3
	N1-031464
	The requirement and feasibility of IMS watcher authentication
	SA3
	
	CN1 reply is in N1-031613

Is password a suitable mechanism for authenticating 

· IMS watchers?

· P-asserted-identity is there and if additional security mechanisms are needed, these are outside the scope of 3GPP specifications.

· Non-IMS watchers?

· Are these within our scope?

· Question to SA1: do the non-IMS watchers need to be authenticated at all, or are they allowed to access the presence information without being authenticated?

· Non-IMS watcher is actually a wather with no P-asserted-identity, and that could be an IMS watcher in another IMS network which is not within the trust domain of this IMS network.

	27
	3
	N1-031600
	LS on DNS domains used in 3GPP
	GSMA IREG
	
	Noted.

It was decided in CN4 to keep “3ggpnetwork.org”. CN4 will reply to this LS.
No CN1 issue could be identified and it was seen CN4 issue to handle this LS. 

The change to “3gppnetwork.org” has already been done and to reverse this a CR on 23.003 is needed. 

“gprs” was changed to “3gppnetwork.org” based on recommendation by IETF in San Francisco 3GPP – IETF joint meeting.

This TS is under shared responsibility between CN4 and CN1. If CN4 wants to raise a CR based on this LS then CN1 would like to review the CR. But the IETF recommendation should be weighed against this LS when considering whether 23.003 CR is needed.

GSMA would like to know whether the domain name ".3gppnetwork.org" is to be used only on the private inter‑PLMN GPRS backbone or also in service requests from the public Internet. Both alternatives were studied but no strong advantages could be identified.

Therefore GSMA IREG PACKET working party asks 3GPP groups to make the necessary changes to use only the ".gprs" domain name for all current and future services that require inter‑PLMN only DNS resolution.

N1-031600 replies to N1-031406 from CN #21.

	28
	3
	N1-031601
	
	OCG EMTEL
	
	Noted.

All groups are requested to study the emergency call location requirements, start the necessary work items and indicate their foreseen task to OGC EMTEL.

· This LS was considered to be more in the SA WGs domain and until we get more precise requirements, there is no foreseen CN1 action.

	
	
	
	
	
	
	

	4


	CN1 work plan

Friday 

31 Oct 2003
	
	
	
	
	

	
	
	
	TSGN plenary and WG meeting dates for 2003 – 2004:

	
	
	
	Date
	Meeting
	Venue
	Host

	
	
	
	10 – 14 February 2003 
	CN WGs 

(CN1 #28)
	Dublin, Ireland
	

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

	
	
	
	31 March – 4 April 2003
	CN1 #29
	Sophia Antipolis, France
	ETSI

	
	
	
	24 – 25 April 2003 (unpageability of UMTS mobile after loss of coverage)
	CN1 – RAN idle mode ad hoc 
	Paris
	NEC

	
	
	
	19 – 23 May 2003
	CN WGs

CN1 #30
	San Diego, USA
	North American Friends of 3GPP

	
	
	
	4 – 6 June 2003
	CN #20
	Hämeenlinna, FINLAND
	Nokia

	
	
	
	25-26 June 2003 (Cancelled)
	CN1 MBMS ad hoc
	UK?
	Three

	
	
	
	25 - 29 August 2003
	CN WGs

CN1 #31
	Sophia Antipolis, France
	ETSI

	
	
	
	17 – 19 September 2003
	CN #21
	Frankfurt, GERMANY
	

	
	
	
	27 – 31 October 2003 
	CN WGs

CN1 #32
	Bangkok, Thailand
	Japanese Friends of 3GPP

	
	
	
	6 – 7 October 2003

Joint session on IMS security Rel-5 & Rel-6 

CN1 – SA3
	SA3 – CN1 joint
	Portugal
	(during SA3 meeting)

	
	
	
	10 – 12 December 2003
	CN #22
	Hawaii, USA
	North American & Japanese Friends of 3GPP

	
	
	
	27 – 29 January 2004

CN1 Rel-6 meeting

· CRs under WG control in Rel-6 area

· IMS phase 2

· Presence

· WLAN

· MBMS

· Network sharing

· Subscriber certificates

· IMS Emergency call

· LSs in Rel-6 area
	CN1 #32bis
	Sophia Antipolis, France
	ETSI

	
	
	
	16 – 20 Feb. 2004
	CN WGs 1, 2, 3 & 4
	TBD
	NA Friends of 3GPP

	
	
	
	10 - 12 Mar 2004   
	CN plenary #23
	Phoenix, USA
	NA Friends of 3GPP

	
	
	
	10-14 May 2004
	CN WGs 1, 2, 3 & 4
	Croatia
	European Friends of 3GPP

	
	
	
	 2 - 4 Jun 2004   
	CN plenary #24
	Seoul, Korea
	TTA

	
	
	
	16 – 20 August
	CN WGs 1, 2, 3 & 4
	Sophia Antipolis, France
	ETSI

	
	
	
	8 - 10 Sep 2004   
	CN plenary #25
	US  ; US 
	

	
	
	
	11 – 15 Oct 2004


	CN WGs 1, 2, 3 & 4
	TBD, Asia
	Japanese Friends of 3GPP

	
	
	
	08 -10  Dec 2004   
	CN plenary #26
	Athens, Greece
	European Friends of 3GPP

	
	
	
	
	
	
	

	
	4
	N1-031340
	CN1 specification responsibility  list after plenary#21
	MCC
	
	Noted.

	
	4
	N1-031341
	Latest workplan for review
	MCC
	
	Revised to N1-031710

	
	4
	N1-031710
	Latest workplan for review
	MCC
	
	Agreed.

Revision of N1-031341

	
	
	
	
	
	
	

	
	
	
	
	
	
	

	5 
	Joint sessions


	
	
	
	
	

	5.1
	POC presentation for CN WGs

Monday 

27 Oct 2003

at 18:00
	
	
	
	
	

	
	
	
	
	
	
	

	
	
	
	
	
	
	

	
	
	
	
	
	
	

	5.2
	
	
	
	
	
	

	
	
	
	
	
	
	

	
	
	
	
	
	
	

	
	
	
	
	
	
	

	6


	Corrections to old releases 

Tuesday

28 Oct 2003
	
	
	
	
	

	6.1
	Rel-4 and older

Tuesday 

28 Oct 2003
	
	What are the consequences if the CRs on frozen specifications are not approved?
	
	
	Category F and A only

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

	
	6.1
	N1-031494
	Use of the Radio Access Technology (RAT) during background scanning
	O2, T-Mobil
	
	Noted.

How to solve this tradeoff between possibility to prioritise different RATs and avoiding ping-pong at the edge of 3G coverage?

· If RAT is ignored at background scan then it is not possible to prioritise 3G access

· If RAT is considered at background scan then the UE will change also to weak cell in background scan, only to reselect back to stronger cell of different RAT of the same PLMN.

· It was commented that the same roaming scenario could be implemented by means of EPLMN

· It was commented that the proposed feature is new requirement. This is only true for comparing whether the found higher priority PLMN + RAT combination is another RAT of the serving PLMN before attempting to register to it. The usage of the RAT in background scan is already defined and even recommended in 23.122 subclause 4.4.3.1.1 case c)

· The above was seen by Motorola as being in conflict with the 22.011.

· It was indicated by the UE manufacturers that both interpretations have already been implemented and some R99 mobiles do take the RAT into account in background scan, while some others don’t.

· EPLMN list contains only PLMN list, no RAT.

· A more dramatic proposal was made to abandon the usage of RAT not only in background scan but also in initial PLMN selection, both on the HPLMNAcT and on the PLMN selector lists. The justification is that it may take less time to do a full GSM scan than it takes to initialise the (U)SIM to extract the preferred RAT. This could be done as Rel-6 change which can be supported by mobiles in earlier releases.

· It was agreed that an operator with a single MNC for both 2G and 3G parts of their network loses the possibility to prioritse one RAT in different PLMNs if RAT is not taken into account in background scan. AS counter argument to this it was stated that taking the other MNC in use does not impact HLR or (U)SIM

· It was agreed that any change either way must be considered as Rel-6 change, possibly one that is allowed to be supported earlier.

	
	6.1
	N1-031495
	Clarification on the use of the RAT during background scanning
	O2, T-Mobil
	23.122
	Postponed

The new bullet e) says that the UE remains in the serving VPLMN, but it does not say whether the UE changes RAT in the background scan or not?

N1-031495 and N1-031467 are alternative solutions to the same problem.

TEI

	
	6.1
	N1-031496
	Clarification on the use of the RAT during background scanning
	O2, T-Mobil
	23.122
	Postponed.

TEI

	
	6.1
	N1-031497
	Clarification on the use of the RAT during background scanning
	O2, T-Mobil
	23.122
	Revised to N1-031689

TEI

	
	6.1
	N1-031509
	Correcting a mistake in previously approved category A of its Rel99 category F CR 091 Rev 1 in NP-030041
	Ericsson
	23.009
	Agreed.

It was agreed that none of the other specifications are affected.

GSM-UMTS

	
	6.1
	N1-031510
	Correcting a mistake in previously approved category A of its Rel99 category F CR 091 Rev 1 in NP-030041
	Ericsson
	23.009
	Agreed.

It was agreed that none of the other specifications are affected.

GSM-UMTS

	
	6.1
	N1-031517
	PFI correction
	Nokia
	04.65
	Rejected

· Siemens proposes to make the correction in 04.60 instead of 04.65.

· 04.60 could define that a PFC exists if a valid PFI has been received by the MS

· 24.008 defines SM procedures for the UE to receive the PFI from the network. This was discussed as one possibility but it seems that 04.60 CR is the most promising way to solve this problem.

TEI

	
	6.1
	N1-031518
	PFI correction
	Nokia
	44.065
	Rejected

TEI

	
	6.1
	N1-031519
	PFI correction
	Nokia
	44.065
	Rejected

TEI

	
	6.1
	N1-031520
	PFI correction
	Nokia
	44.065
	Rejected

TEI

	
	6.1
	N1-031523
	Correction of MS network capability IE
	Siemens
	04.08
	Agreed.

· Without this CR the network can not decode MS network capability unambiguously.

· The problem only occurs in R98 and therefore no  mirror CRs are needed

· The question whether any MS manufacturer implemented MS network capability according to R98 specification was asked on CN1 mailing list before the meeting and by the time of the meeting no indications that this erroneous specification has been implemented were received.

TEI

	
	6.1
	N1-031689
	Clarification on the use of the RAT during background scanning
	O2, T-Mobil
	23.122
	Postponed.

TEI

Revision of N1-031497

	
	
	
	
	
	
	

	7
	Release 5


	
	
	
	
	

	7.1 
	Non-IMS Rel-5 corrections 

Tuesday

28 Oct 2003
	
	What are the consequences if the CRs on frozen specifications are not approved?
	
	
	Category F and A only 

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

	
	7.1
	N1-031506
	Correction to the Multislot Power Profile Classes
	Siemens AG
	24.008
	Agreed.

TEI5

	
	7.1
	N1-031507
	Correction to the Multislot Power Profile Classes
	Siemens AG
	24.008
	Agreed.

TEI5

	
	7.1
	N1-031521
	Handling of key sets at inter-system change
	Ericsson
	24.008
	Withdrawn

TEI5

	
	7.1
	N1-031522
	Handling of key sets at inter-system change
	Ericsson
	24.008
	Withdrawn

TEI5

	
	7.1
	N1-031645
	Addition of new IE for GSM call setup delay reduction
	Vodafone
	24.008
	Postponed

TEI-5

	
	7.1
	N1-031646
	Addition of new IE for GSM call setup delay reduction
	Vodafone
	24.008
	Postponed

TEI-5

	
	7.1
	N1-031647
	Addition of new IE for GSM call setup delay reduction
	Vodafone
	29.018
	Postponed

TEI-5

	
	
	
	
	
	
	

	7.2 
	Draft IMS specifications  and other documents for information

Monday 

27 Oct 2003
	
	These documents may be 3GPP draft TSs or TRs or ones from the outside of 3GPP such as IETF.
	
	
	

	
	7.2
	N1-031342
	Summary of current IETF documents on SIPPING
	Lucent Technologies / Keith Drage
	
	Noted.

For information

	
	7.2
	N1-031343
	Summary of current IETF documents on SIP
	Lucent Technologies / Keith Drage
	
	Noted.

For information

	
	7.2
	N1-031344
	Summary of current IETF documents on MMUSIC
	Lucent Technologies / Keith Drage
	
	Noted.

For information

	
	
	
	
	
	
	

	7.3
	IMS Rel-5 

Corrections

“SECURITY”

Monday 

27 Oct 2003
	
	What are the consequences if the CRs on frozen specifications are not approved?


	
	
	Category F and A only

If your cat. F correction is in this agenda item, please group also related cat A mirror CRs here
Don’t forget the mirror CRs!!!

	
	7.3
	N1-031388
	Check that IMPU is registered
	Orange
	24.229
	Rejected

	
	7.3
	N1-031389
	Check that IMPU is registered
	Orange
	24.229
	Rejected.

	
	7.3
	N1-031444
	Correct use of RAND during re-synchronisation failures
	3
	24.229
	Revised to N1-031614

Related with incoming LS N1-031459

	
	7.3
	N1-031445
	Correct use of RAND during re-synchronisation failures
	3
	24.229
	Revised to N1-031615

Related with incoming LS N1-031459

	
	7.3
	N1-031446
	Correction to description or RES/XRES usage
	3
	24.228
	Agreed.

The borders around the message tables have disappeared in this CR and the intention is NOT to implement that change, just the indicated ones.

	
	7.3
	N1-031447
	Correction to description or RES/XRES usage
	3
	24.229
	Revised to N1-031616

	
	7.3
	N1-031448
	Correction to description or RES/XRES usage
	3
	24.229
	Revised to N1-031617

	
	7.3
	N1-031485
	Correction of user initiated re-registration
	Siemens, Nokia
	24.229
	Revised to N1-031618

IMS-CCR

	
	7.3
	N1-031486
	Correction of user initiated re-registration
	Siemens, Nokia
	24.229
	Revised to N1-031619

IMS-CCR

	
	7.3
	N1-031487
	Correction of reregistration flow
	Siemens
	24.228
	Agreed.

IMS-CCR

	
	7.3
	N1-031488
	Correction of flow in 6.9.3
	Siemens
	24.228
	Revised to N1-031620

IMS-CCR

	
	7.3
	N1-031540
	Trust Domain in IMS
	Ericsson M. Garcia
	
	Noted.

Disc

	
	7.3
	N1-031541
	IMS trust domain in Rel 5
	Ericsson M. Garcia
	24.229
	Revised to N1-031621

	
	7.3
	N1-031542
	IMS trust domain in Rel 6
	Ericsson M. Garcia
	24.229
	Revised to N1-031622

	
	7.3
	N1-031547
	P-CSCF and UE handling of Security Associations
	Nokia / Georg
	24.229
	Revised to N1-031623

	
	7.3
	N1-031548
	P-CSCF and UE handling of Security Associations
	Nokia / Georg
	24.229
	Revised to N1-031624

	
	7.3
	N1-031579
	Sending challenge
	Nokia
	24.229
	Agreed,

	
	7.3
	N1-031580
	Sending challenge
	Nokia
	24.229
	Agreed.

	
	7.3
	N1-031581
	Reg-await-auth timer value
	Nokia
	24.229
	Revised to N1-031625

The CR number is missing.

	
	7.3
	N1-031582
	Reg-await-auth timer value
	Nokia
	24.229
	Revised to N1-031626

	
	7.3
	N1-031614
	Correct use of RAND during re-synchronisation failures
	3
	24.229
	Revised to N1-031711

The CR should be approved conditionally in TSGN on the condition that S3-030616 or a later revision of it is approved in SA.

Related with incoming LS N1-031459

Revision of N1-031444

	
	7.3
	N1-031615
	Correct use of RAND during re-synchronisation failures
	3
	24.229
	Revised to N1-031712

Related with incoming LS N1-031459

The CR should be approved conditionally in TSGN on the condition that S3-030616 or a later revision of it is approved in SA.

Revision of N1-031445

	
	7.3
	N1-031616
	Correction to description or RES/XRES usage
	3
	24.229
	Agreed.

Revision of N1-031447

	
	7.3
	N1-031617
	Correction to description or RES/XRES usage
	3
	24.229
	Agreed.

Revision of N1-031448

	
	7.3
	N1-031618
	Correction of user initiated re-registration
	Siemens, Nokia
	24.229
	Agreed.

IMS-CCR

Revision of N1-031485

	
	7.3
	N1-031619
	Correction of user initiated re-registration
	Siemens, Nokia
	24.229
	Agreed.

IMS-CCR

Revision of N1-031486

	
	7.3
	N1-031620
	Correction of flow in 6.9.3
	Siemens
	24.228
	Agreed.

the only change since the previous version is that the changes in subclause 6.9.3 should only appear once in the CR.

IMS-CCR

Revision of N1-031488

	
	7.3
	N1-031621
	IMS trust domain in Rel 5
	Ericsson M. Garcia
	24.229
	Agreed.

· The risk of the serious error without this correction was explained by possible misunderstanding to remove P-asserted-identity at the border between two networks which do trust each other.

· The risk of misunderstanding was evident due to recent discussions on the trust domain concept.

Revision of N1-031541

	
	7.3
	N1-031622
	IMS trust domain in Rel 6
	Ericsson M. Garcia
	24.229
	Agreed.

This is not a mirror of N1-031621 since the mechanism is different for Rel-5 and Rel-6.

Revision of N1-031542

	
	7.3
	N1-031623
	P-CSCF and UE handling of Security Associations
	Nokia / Georg
	24.229
	Agreed.

Revision of N1-031547

	
	7.3
	N1-031624
	P-CSCF and UE handling of Security Associations
	Nokia / Georg
	24.229
	Agreed.

Revision of N1-031548

	
	7.3
	N1-031625
	Reg-await-auth timer value
	Nokia
	24.229
	Revised to N1-031715

The CR number is still missing. It should be 567r1.

Revision of N1-031581

	
	7.3
	N1-031626
	Reg-await-auth timer value
	Nokia
	24.229
	Revised to N1-031716

Revision of N1-031582

	
	7.3
	N1-031711
	Correct use of RAND during re-synchronisation failures
	3
	24.229
	Agreed.

The CR should be approved conditionally in TSGN on the condition that S3-030616 or a later revision of it is approved in SA.

Related with incoming LS N1-031459

Revision of N1-031614

	
	7.3
	N1-031712
	Correct use of RAND during re-synchronisation failures
	3
	24.229
	Agreed.

Related with incoming LS N1-031459

The CR should be approved conditionally in TSGN on the condition that S3-030616 or a later revision of it is approved in SA.

Revision of N1-031615

	
	7.3
	N1-031715
	Reg-await-auth timer value
	Nokia
	24.229
	Agreed.

The CR number is still missing. It should be 567r1.

Revision of N1-031625

	
	7.3
	N1-031716
	Reg-await-auth timer value
	Nokia
	24.229
	Agreed.

Revision of N1-031626

	
	
	
	
	
	
	

	
	
	
	
	
	
	

	7.4
	IMS Rel-5 corrections

“OTHERS”
Tuesday 

28 Oct 2003
	
	What are the consequences if the CRs on frozen specifications are not approved?


	
	
	Category F and A only

If your cat. F correction is in this agenda item, please group also related cat A mirror CRs here
Don’t forget the mirror CRs!!!

	
	7.4
	N1-031345
	Registration amendments in profile
	Lucent Technologies / Keith Drage
	24.229
	Rejected.

The proposal was seen as a useful correction but not appropriate as a standalone CR on a frozen release.

What’s the FASMO if RFC profile says M or O? The 3GPP profile still says M if UE or S-CSCF.

	
	7.4
	N1-031346
	Registration amendments in profile
	Lucent Technologies / Keith Drage
	24.229
	Revised to N1-031627

Rel-6 optimisation would be feasible but at which point do we start deviating the Rel-6 from Rel-5 text?

	
	7.4
	N1-031347
	Discussion on the use of privacy in release 5 IM CN subsystem
	Lucent Technologies / Keith Drage
	
	Noted.

DISC

	
	7.4
	N1-031348
	Completion of major capabilities table in respect of privacy
	Lucent Technologies / Keith Drage
	24.229
	Revised to N1-031628

	
	7.4
	N1-031349
	Completion of major capabilities table in respect of privacy
	Lucent Technologies / Keith Drage
	24.229
	Revised to N1-031629

	
	7.4
	N1-031350
	Privacy considerations for the UE
	Lucent Technologies / Keith Drage
	24.229
	Rejected.

	
	7.4
	N1-031351
	Privacy considerations for the UE
	Lucent Technologies / Keith Drage
	24.229
	Agreed but the category will be changed to F since the Rel-5 CR could not be agreed as an essential correction.

	
	7.4
	N1-031352
	Charging references in 4.1
	Lucent Technologies / Keith Drage
	24.229
	Rejected

Rewording a note and adding a reference does not sound like a FASMO?

	
	7.4
	N1-031353
	Charging references in 4.1
	Lucent Technologies / Keith Drage
	24.229
	Rejected



	
	7.4
	N1-031354
	Compression procedure tidyup
	Lucent Technologies / Keith Drage
	24.229
	Withdrawn

Almost editorial.

	
	7.4
	N1-031355
	Compression procedure tidyup
	Lucent Technologies / Keith Drage
	24.229
	Withdrawn

	
	7.4
	N1-031356
	MGCF procedure tidyup
	Lucent Technologies / Keith Drage
	24.229
	Withdrawn

This one is completely editorial.

	
	7.4
	N1-031357
	MGCF procedure tidyup
	Lucent Technologies / Keith Drage
	24.229
	Withdrawn

	
	7.4
	N1-031358
	INVITE dialog amendments in profile
	Lucent Technologies / Keith Drage
	24.229
	Agreed.

	
	7.4
	N1-031359
	INVITE dialog amendments in profile
	Lucent Technologies / Keith Drage
	24.229
	Agreed.



	
	7.4
	N1-031360
	Flow number corrections in Annex B
	Lucent Technologies / Keith Drage
	23.218
	Revised to N1-031630

The whole annex B is informative. So even though the message numbers are missing from the text, this is not a FASMO.

But do we still want to have it corrected?

The flow numbers were there in an earlier version but they were lost unintentionally at some point. This CR corrects a mistake in implementation of an earlier CR.

	
	7.4
	N1-031361
	Minor terminology corrections
	Lucent Technologies / Keith Drage
	23.218
	Rejected but the contents will be merged to N1-031630.

	
	7.4
	N1-031376
	P-Asserted-Identity in SUBSCRIBE requests
	Lucent Technologies / Keith Drage
	24.229
	Revised to N1-031631

	
	7.4
	N1-031377
	P-Asserted-Identity in SUBSCRIBE requests
	Lucent Technologies / Keith Drage
	24.229
	Revised to N1-031632

	
	7.4
	N1-031379
	P-CSCF integrity protection
	Lucent Technologies / Keith Drage
	24.229
	Revised to N1-031633

One paragraph moved from general to UE originated and UE terminated subclauses. Is this essential correction? Yes it is, since without the change the moved paragraph affects all procedures but the after this CR registration procedures are excluded.

When discussing the CR it was found out that also the initial text was incorrect. The P-CSCF just sends the reply to the port indicated by the UE. If the UE by mistake indicates an unprotected port in the request, then the P-CSCF has to discard the message since it is not allowed to send to unprotected port. Therefore the responsibility to use the correct port is with the UE.

	
	7.4
	N1-031380
	P-CSCF integrity protection
	Lucent Technologies / Keith Drage
	24.229
	Revised to N1-031634

	
	7.4
	N1-031384
	Definition of 'c=' line in SDP
	Orange
	24.229
	Rejected.

	
	7.4
	N1-031385
	Definition of 'c=' line in SDP
	Orange
	24.229
	Rejected.

	
	7.4
	N1-031386
	Update of HSS information at deregistration
	Orange
	24.229
	Revised to N1-031635

	
	7.4
	N1-031387
	Update of HSS information at deregistration
	Orange
	24.229
	Revised to N1-031636

	
	7.4
	N1-031391
	Unavailable definitions
	Lucent Technologies / Keith Drage
	24.229
	Rejected.

Correct, but editorial only

	
	7.4
	N1-031392
	Unavailable definitions
	Lucent Technologies / Keith Drage
	24.229
	Ageed.

	
	7.4
	N1-031393
	Reference corrections
	Lucent Technologies / Keith Drage
	24.229
	Agreed.

IETF drafts have limited lifetime and therefore can not be referenced after the expiry. Therefore even the change of the reference is essential correction.

	
	7.4
	N1-031394
	Reference corrections
	Lucent Technologies / Keith Drage
	24.229
	Agreed.

	
	7.4
	N1-031432
	Use of DNS SRV
	Lucent Technologies / Keith Drage
	24.229
	Rejected.

Not an essential correction, but do we want to include this in some essential CR to get a complete set of RFC references?

	
	7.4
	N1-031433
	Use of DNS SRV
	Lucent Technologies / Keith Drage
	24.229
	Rejected.

	
	7.4
	N1-031440
	P-Charging-Vector header
	Lucent Technologies / Milo Orsic
	24.229
	Rejected.

N1-031440 and N1-031431 are alternative proposals. 

	
	7.4
	N1-031441
	P-Charging-Vector header
	Lucent Technologies / Milo Orsic
	24.229
	Rejected

	
	7.4
	N1-031455
	Network check on Precondition
	Orange
	24.229
	Postponed

Decided to send LS N1-031644 to SA2 to ask the following:

· Is the corresponding Rel-6 CR N1-031642 applicable as such on Rel-5 also? This could not be agreed in this meeting.

· If not, then is it the Rel-5 network or rel-5 UE for which the fallback must be allowed in Rel-5?

· Is it intended that Rel-5 UE can fall back to no preconditions in Rel-6 or that also the Rel-5 IMS network would be able to support INVITE with no preconditions?

Related CRs: 

N1-031455 and N1-031456 from Orange, 

N1-031538 and N1-031539 from Ericsson, 

N1-031549 from Nokia

	
	7.4
	N1-031457
	'Roaming' word and CS-O sessions
	Orange
	24.228
	Revised to N1-031638

	
	7.4
	N1-031458
	Corrections regarding SDP handling
	Orange
	24.228
	Revised to N1-031639

	
	7.4
	N1-031470
	Corrections on ICID for REGISTER
	NEC/Yukio Kawanami
	24.229
	Revised to N1-031602

	
	8.8
	N1-031471
	Corrections on ICID for REGISTER
	NEC/Yukio Kawanami
	24.229
	Revised to N1-031603

IMS-CCR

	
	7.4
	N1-031472
	Corrections on forking
	NEC/Yukio Kawanami
	24.229
	Rejected. Not an essential correction.



	
	7.4
	N1-031474
	Corrections on IOI  definition
	NEC/Yukio Kawanami
	24.229
	Revised to N1-031700

	
	7.4
	N1-031475
	Corrections on IOI  definition
	NEC/Yukio Kawanami
	24.229
	Revised to N1-031701

	
	7.4
	N1-031476
	Corrections on the indicator for originating/terminating case
	NEC/Yukio Kawanami
	24.229
	Rejected

	
	7.4
	N1-031477
	Corrections on the indicator for originating/terminating case
	NEC/Yukio Kawanami
	24.229
	Rejected.

	
	7.4
	N1-031478
	Corrections on requests terminated by the S-CSCF
	NEC/Yukio Kawanami
	24.229
	Revised to N1-031604

	
	7.4
	N1-031479
	Corrections on requests terminated by the S-CSCF
	NEC/Yukio Kawanami
	24.229
	Revised to N1-031605

	
	7.4
	N1-031480
	Corrections on Via header
	NEC/Yukio Kawanami
	24.229
	Rejected
N1-031480 and N1-031439 are alternative proposals.

	
	7.4
	N1-031481
	Corrections on Via header
	NEC/Yukio Kawanami
	24.229
	Rejected.

	
	7.4
	N1-031499
	SDP parameters necessary for charging
	Orange
	24.229
	Rejected.

It was seen that the SDP information needs to be stored during the session. But this is done for charging purposes and it was not seen to be within the scope of 24.229.

	
	7.4
	N1-031500
	SDP parameters necessary for charging
	Orange
	24.229
	Rejected.

	
	7.4
	N1-031511
	Correction on the service key definition
	NEC/Yukio Kawanami
	23.218
	Rejected.



	
	7.4
	N1-031512
	Corrections on the charging procedure
	NEC/Yukio Kawanami
	23.218
	Rejected.

The TS number on the cover page is incorrect and it should be 23.218.

	
	7.4
	N1-031514
	Corrections on P-Charging-Function adrress related procedure
	NEC/Yukio Kawanami
	24.229
	Rejected

	
	7.4
	N1-031515
	Corrections on P-Charging-Function adrress related procedure
	NEC/Yukio Kawanami
	24.229
	Postponed

	
	7.4
	N1-031538
	Session initiation without preconditions
	Ericsson, NEC
	24.229
	Postponed

Decided to send LS N1-031644 to SA2 to ask the following:

· Is the corresponding Rel-6 CR N1-031642 applicable as such on Rel-5 also? This could not be agreed in this meeting.

· If not, then is it the Rel-5 network or rel-5 UE for which the fallback must be allowed in Rel-5?

· Is it intended that Rel-5 UE can fall back to no preconditions in Rel-6 or that also the Rel-5 IMS network would be able to support INVITE with no preconditions?
Related CRs: 

N1-031455 and N1-031456 from Orange, 

N1-031538 and N1-031539 from Ericsson, 

N1-031549 from Nokia

	
	7.4
	N1-031539
	Session initiation without preconditions
	Ericsson, NEC
	24.229
	Revised to N1-031642

Related CRs: 

N1-031455 and N1-031456 from Orange, 

N1-031538 and N1-031539 from Ericsson, 

N1-031549 from Nokia

	
	7.4
	N1-031544
	Privacy to the P-Asserted-Idenity
	Nortel Networks
	24.229
	Rejected

The new text in the CR was seen as correct but it is the same as the already existing requirements in RFC 3325.

	
	7.4
	N1-031545
	Privacy to the P-Asserted-Idenity
	Nortel Networks
	24.229
	Rejected.

	
	7.4
	N1-031549
	Precondition Fallback
	Nokia / Georg
	24.229
	Postponed

Decided to send LS N1-031644 to SA2 to ask the following:

· Is the corresponding Rel-6 CR N1-031642 applicable as such on Rel-5 also? This could not be agreed in this meeting.

· If not, then is it the Rel-5 network or rel-5 UE for which the fallback must be allowed in Rel-5?

· Is it intended that Rel-5 UE can fall back to no preconditions in Rel-6 or that also the Rel-5 IMS network would be able to support INVITE with no preconditions?
Related CRs: 

N1-031455 and N1-031456 from Orange, 

N1-031538 and N1-031539 from Ericsson, 

N1-031549 from Nokia

	
	7.4
	N1-031550
	Discussion Paper: S-CSCF and P-CSCF re-selection
	Nokia / Georg
	
	Noted.

· The problem was seen realistic but it was questioned whether the correction should be specified

· Is there any requirements in the current specification which would prohibit the proposed approach?

· All UEs tearing down PDP contexts and starting all over again at the same time was seen dangerous from peak load viewpoint.

· Can this be Rel-5 correction?

· It was questioned whether a possible security problem exists in the possibility to force the UE to de-register and re-register again by just sending one 504 message?

Disc

	
	7.4
	N1-031551
	S-CSCF and P-CSCF re-selection
	Nokia / Georg
	24.229
	Revised to N1-031702

	
	7.4
	N1-031552
	S-CSCF and P-CSCF re-selection
	Nokia / Georg
	24.229
	Revised to N1-031703

	
	7.4
	N1-031574
	Removal of RFC 3486
	Nokia
	24.229
	Postponed

	
	7.4
	N1-031575
	Removal of RFC 3486
	Nokia
	24.229
	Postponed

	
	7.4
	N1-031576
	SIP compression
	Nokia
	24.229
	Rejected.

The CR was not seen as an essential correction.

	
	7.4
	N1-031577
	SIP compression
	Nokia
	24.229
	Revised to N1-031705

	
	7.4
	N1-031578
	SigComp Message Multiplexing
	Nokia
	
	Noted.

· Several companies requested for more time to study the problem even though it was clearly indicated that the issue is urgent

· Conference call to get more time to study the issue was agreed, possibly with the aim of submitting a contribution directly to TSGN plenary.

· Gabor Bajko is the contact person for further discussions on this issue.

Disc

	
	7.4
	N1-031585
	Network initiated deregistration
	Nokia
	24.229
	Revised to N1-031706



	
	7.4
	N1-031586
	Network initiated deregistration
	Nokia
	24.229
	Revised to N1-031707

	
	7.4
	N1-031602
	Corrections on ICID for REGISTER
	NEC/Yukio Kawanami
	24.229
	Revised to N1-031640

Editorial changes were made and the deletion of the optional ICID generation in 5.4.3.2. was reversed.

Revision of N1-031470

	
	7.4
	N1-031603
	Corrections on ICID for REGISTER
	NEC/Yukio Kawanami
	24.229
	Revised to N1-031641

IMS-CCR

Revision of N1-031471

	
	7.4
	N1-031604
	Corrections on requests terminated by the S-CSCF
	NEC/Yukio Kawanami
	24.229
	Rejected

Revision of N1-031478

	
	7.4
	N1-031605
	Corrections on requests terminated by the S-CSCF
	NEC/Yukio Kawanami
	24.229
	Rejected

Revision of N1-031479

	
	7.4
	N1-031627
	Registration amendments in profile
	Lucent Technologies / Keith Drage
	24.229
	Agreed.

The WI should be IMS2.
Revision of N1-031346

	
	7.4
	N1-031628
	Completion of major capabilities table in respect of privacy
	Lucent Technologies / Keith Drage
	24.229
	Revision of N1-031348

	
	7.4
	N1-031629
	Completion of major capabilities table in respect of privacy
	Lucent Technologies / Keith Drage
	24.229
	Revision of N1-031349

	
	7.4
	N1-031630
	Flow number corrections in Annex B
	Lucent Technologies / Keith Drage
	23.218
	Agreed.

The whole annex B is informative. So even though the message numbers are missing from the text, this is not a FASMO.

But do we still want to have it corrected?

The flow numbers were there in an earlier version but they were lost unintentionally at some point. This CR corrects a mistake in implementation of an earlier CR.

Revision of N1-031360

	
	7.4
	N1-031631
	P-Asserted-Identity in SUBSCRIBE requests
	Lucent Technologies / Keith Drage
	24.229
	Agreed.

Revision of N1-031376

	
	7.4
	N1-031632
	P-Asserted-Identity in SUBSCRIBE requests
	Lucent Technologies / Keith Drage
	24.229
	Agreed.

Revision of N1-031377

	
	7.4
	N1-031633
	P-CSCF integrity protection
	Lucent Technologies / Keith Drage
	24.229
	Revised to N1-031717

One paragraph moved from general to UE originated and UE terminated subclauses. Is this essential correction? Yes it is, since without the change the moved paragraph affects all procedures but the after this CR registration procedures are excluded.

When discussing the CR it was found out that also the initial text was incorrect. The P-CSCF just sends the reply to the port indicated by the UE. If the UE by mistake indicates an unprotected port in the request, then the P-CSCF has to discard the message since it is not allowed to send to unprotected port. Therefore the responsibility to use the correct port is with the UE.

Revision of N1-031379

	
	7.4
	N1-031634
	P-CSCF integrity protection
	Lucent Technologies / Keith Drage
	24.229
	Revision of N1-031718

Revision of N1-031380

	
	7.4
	N1-031635
	Update of HSS information at deregistration
	Orange
	24.229
	Revised to N1-031719

Revision of N1-031386

	
	7.4
	N1-031636
	Update of HSS information at deregistration
	Orange
	24.229
	Revised to N1-031720

Reivision of N1-031387

	
	7.4
	N1-031638
	'Roaming' word and CS-O sessions
	Orange
	24.228
	Agreed by consensus, even though an error in 24.228 is not dramatically serious.

The only change since the previous version is the replacement of the word “Section” with a more suitable term.

Revision of N1-031457

	
	7.4
	N1-031639
	Corrections regarding SDP handling
	Orange
	24.228
	Agreed.

Revision of N1-031458

	
	7.4
	N1-031640
	Corrections on ICID for REGISTER
	NEC/Yukio Kawanami
	24.229
	Agreed.

Editorial changes were made and the deletion of the optional ICID generation in 5.4.3.2. was reversed.

CN1 asks TSGN plenary to approve this conditionally on the condition that SA5 CR against 32.225 (S5-034649) or a later revision of it is also approved.
Revision of N1-031602

	
	7.4
	N1-031641
	Corrections on ICID for REGISTER
	NEC/Yukio Kawanami
	24.229
	Agreed.

CN1 asks TSGN plenary to approve this conditionally on the condition that SA5 CR against 32.225 (S5-034649) or a later revision of it is also approved.
IMS-CCR

Revision of N1-031603

	
	7.4
	N1-031642
	Session initiation without preconditions
	Ericsson, NEC
	24.229
	Postponed

Related CRs: 

N1-031455 and N1-031456 from Orange, 

N1-031538 and N1-031539 from Ericsson, 

N1-031549 from Nokia

Revision of N1-031539

	
	7.4
	N1-031700
	Corrections on IOI  definition
	NEC/Yukio Kawanami
	24.229
	Postponed

Revision of N1-031474

	
	7.4
	N1-031701
	Corrections on IOI  definition
	NEC/Yukio Kawanami
	24.229
	Postponed

Revision of N1-031475

	
	7.4
	N1-031702
	S-CSCF and P-CSCF re-selection
	Nokia / Georg
	24.229
	Postponed

Revision of N1-031551

	
	7.4
	N1-031703
	S-CSCF and P-CSCF re-selection
	Nokia / Georg
	24.229
	Postponed

Revision of N1-031552

	
	7.4
	N1-031705
	SIP compression
	Nokia
	24.229
	Agreed.

Revision of N1-031577

	
	7.4
	N1-031706
	Network initiated deregistration
	Nokia
	24.229
	Agreed.

Revision of N1-031585

	
	7.4
	N1-031707
	Network initiated deregistration
	Nokia
	24.229
	Agreed.

Revision of N1-031586

	
	7.4
	N1-031717
	P-CSCF integrity protection
	Lucent Technologies / Keith Drage
	24.229
	Withdrawn

One paragraph moved from general to UE originated and UE terminated subclauses. Is this essential correction? Yes it is, since without the change the moved paragraph affects all procedures but the after this CR registration procedures are excluded.

When discussing the CR it was found out that also the initial text was incorrect. The P-CSCF just sends the reply to the port indicated by the UE. If the UE by mistake indicates an unprotected port in the request, then the P-CSCF has to discard the message since it is not allowed to send to unprotected port. Therefore the responsibility to use the correct port is with the UE.

Revision of N1-031633

	
	7.4
	N1-031718
	P-CSCF integrity protection
	Lucent Technologies / Keith Drage
	24.229
	Withdrawn.

Revision of N1-031634

	
	7.4
	N1-031719
	Update of HSS information at deregistration
	Orange
	24.229
	Agreed.

The new paragraph in 5.4.1.5 is moved to the end of the same subclause and a statement of the completion of the above procedures is added.

Revision of N1-031635

	
	7.4
	N1-031720
	Update of HSS information at deregistration
	Orange
	24.229
	Agreed.

Reivision of N1-031636

	
	
	
	
	
	
	

	8 
	Release 6 work items


	
	
	
	
	

	8.1
	Draft IMS specifications  and other documents for information

Wednesday

29 Oct 2003
	
	
	
	
	Intended for refrence versions of draft TRs and TSs which are still under CN1 control

	
	8.1
	N1-031362
	Summary of current IETF documents on SIMPLE
	Lucent Technologies / Keith Drage
	
	Noted.

For information

PRESNC

	
	8.1
	N1-031363
	Draft 3GPP TR 24.841 "Presence based on SIP; Functional models, information flows and protocol details"
	Lucent Technologies / Keith Drage
	24.841
	Superseded by a later version in N1-031364. Both versions were submitted to allow everyone see all changes since the previous meeting.

TR

PRESNC

	
	8.1
	N1-031364
	Draft 3GPP TR 24.841 "Presence based on SIP; Functional models, information flows and protocol details"
	Lucent Technologies / Keith Drage
	24.841
	· Decided to still not to send the TR to TSGN for approval. This was done to keep the TR in WG control even though it was estimated to be mature enough to be put under version control. 

· Considering the new future IETF meeting is likely to make changes in presence area.

TR

PRESNC

	
	8.1
	N1-031365
	Draft 3GPP TS 24.141 "Presence service using the IP Multimedia (IM) Core Network (CN) subsystem; Stage 3"
	Lucent Technologies / Keith Drage
	24.141
	Noted.

TS

PRESNC

	
	8.1
	N1-031367
	Presence WID open issues list
	Lucent Technologies / Keith Drage
	
	Noted.

For information

PRESNC

	
	8.1
	N1-031369
	Summary of current IETF documents on XCON
	Lucent Technologies / Keith Drage
	
	Noted.

For information

IMS2

	
	8.1
	N1-031553
	TR 29.847 - Conferencing in IMS - version 1.0.0
	Nokia / Georg
	29.847
	Noted.

For information

	
	8.1
	N1-031554
	TS 24.147 - Conferencing in IMS - version 0.1.0
	Nokia / Georg
	24.147
	Noted.

For information

	
	8.1
	N1-031555
	TS 24.247 - Messaging Service in IMS - version 0.1.0
	Nokia / Georg
	24.247
	Noted.

For information

	
	
	
	
	
	
	

	8.2
	Presence

Wednesday

29 Oct 2003
	
	CN1 #32 needs to decide whether to send presence TR 24.841 to TSGN #22 for approval?

(It was sent to TSGN #20 for information and estimated to be 80% complete in CN1 #31)
	
	
	

	
	8.2
	N1-031366
	CR to 24.141: Editorial corrections to framework
	Lucent Technologies / Keith Drage
	24.141
	Agreed.

	
	8.2
	N1-031368
	Revisions resulting from issue of draft-ietf-sip-publish-00
	Lucent Technologies / Keith Drage
	24.841
	Agreed.

	
	8.2
	N1-031395
	CR to 24.841: Editorial corrections
	Lucent Technologies / Keith Drage
	24.841
	Agreed.

CR

PRESNC

	
	8.2
	N1-031434
	CR to 24.841: Definitions
	Lucent Technologies / Keith Drage
	24.841
	Agreed

	
	8.2
	N1-031435
	CR to 24.841: Inclusion of normative references to 3GPP TS 24.229
	Lucent Technologies / Keith Drage
	24.841
	Agreed.

	
	8.2
	N1-031482
	Proposed several changes in TR24.841
	NEC/Yukio Kawanami
	24.841
	Revised to N1-031662

	
	8.2
	N1-031492
	Correction of Profile Table for PUBLISH
	Siemens
	24.841
	Revised to N1-031661

N1-031492, N1-031590, N1-031594 and N1-031591 are dealing with the same issue in different specifications.

	
	8.02
	N1-031590
	CR to 24.841: Annex A corrections to the P-Access-Network-Info header
	Lucent Technologies / Keith Drage
	24.841
	Revised to N1-031663

N1-031492, N1-031590, N1-031594 and N1-031591 are dealing with the same issue in different specifications.

	
	8.2
	N1-031661
	Correction of Profile Table for PUBLISH
	Siemens
	24.841
	Agreed.

N1-031492, N1-031590, N1-031594 and N1-031591 are dealing with the same issue in different specifications.

Revision of N1-031492

	
	8.2
	N1-031662
	Proposed several changes in TR24.841
	NEC/Yukio Kawanami
	24.841
	Agreed.

Revision of N1-031482

	
	8.02
	N1-031663
	CR to 24.841: Annex A corrections to the P-Access-Network-Info header
	Lucent Technologies / Keith Drage
	24.841
	Agreed.

N1-031492, N1-031590, N1-031594 and N1-031591 are dealing with the same issue in different specifications.

Revision of N1-031590

	
	
	
	
	
	
	

	8.3
	MBMS (Multimedia Broadcast Multicast Services)

Wednesday 

morning

29 Oct 2003
	
	
	
	
	

	
	8.3
	N1-031421
	TR 29.846: MBMS General update
	Ericsson
	29.846
	Revised to N1-031654

	
	8.3
	N1-031422
	TR 29.846: MBMS Session management
	Ericsson
	29.846
	Revised to N1-031655

	
	8.3
	N1-031423
	TR 29.846: MBMS Multicast Service Activation update
	Ericsson
	29.846
	Revised to N1-031656

	
	8.3
	N1-031424
	TR 29.846: MBMS Multicast Service Deactivation
	Ericsson
	29.846
	Revised to N1-031657

It should be considered whether the UE initiated MBMS context deactivation procedure would also be needed, at least to cover possible error cases when the UE can not send the IGMP leave message.

	
	8.3
	N1-031449
	Introduction of TMGI into MBMS TR
	3
	29.846
	Withdrawn

	
	8.3
	N1-031450
	MBMS Definitions and Abbreviations
	3
	29.846
	Noted.

The contents to be merged with N1-031654.

	
	8.3
	N1-031451
	MBMS Service Continuity and Mobility
	3
	29.846
	Revised to N1-031658

	
	8.3
	N1-031452
	MBMS  Data Transfer
	3
	29.846
	Revised to N1-031659

Both the service request mechanism to get the PS signalling connection and the method of keeping the UE in PMM-CONNECTED state were discussed. This is only needed if an operator wants to count the number of MBMS UEs (which requires the signalling connection to be established).

	
	8.3
	N1-031453
	MBMS Information Storage
	3
	29.846
	Revised to N1-031660

	
	8.3
	N1h-031454
	MBMS Interaction With Other Features
	3
	29.846
	Rejected

	
	8.3
	N1-031493
	MBMS TR version 0.2.0
	3
	29.846
	Noted.

It was agreed that the TR is 50 % complete and therefore TR 29.846 is sent to TSGN plenary for information.

TR

	
	8.3
	N1-031524
	Verification of UE Bearer Capabilities
	Siemens
	29.846
	Postponed

Due to depency to SA2 where there are two competing proposals in this issue.

	
	8.3
	N1-031527
	Protocol Discriminator for MBMS
	3
	29.846
	Two alternatives are presented in the document, either 

· merge MBMS to SM and use the same PD value or

· Create new PD for MBMS

· Third alternative of enhancing the existing SM messages was also brought up during discussion

· It was agreed to start collecting pros and cons of each of the three alternatives in order to decide a working assumption in the next meeting. Kevan Hobbis / 3 was volunteered to be the contact person.

Disc

	
	8.3
	N1-031654
	TR 29.846: MBMS General update
	Ericsson
	29.846
	Agreed.

Revision of N1-031421

	
	8.3
	N1-031655
	TR 29.846: MBMS Session management
	Ericsson
	29.846
	Agreed.

Revision of N1-031422

	
	8.3
	N1-031656
	TR 29.846: MBMS Multicast Service Activation update
	Ericsson
	29.846
	Revised to N1-031726

Revision of N1-031423

	
	8.3
	N1-031657
	TR 29.846: MBMS Multicast Service Deactivation
	Ericsson
	29.846
	Agreed.

It should be considered whether the UE initiated MBMS context deactivation procedure would also be needed, at least to cover possible error cases when the UE can not send the IGMP leave message.

Revision of N1-031424

	
	8.3
	N1-031658
	MBMS Service Continuity and Mobility
	3
	29.846
	Agreed.

Revision of N1-031451

	
	8.3
	N1-031659
	MBMS  Data Transfer
	3
	29.846
	Agreed.

The rapporteur was requested to convert the last new sentence in the CR into an editor’s note.

Both the service request mechanism to get the PS signalling connection and the method of keeping the UE in PMM-CONNECTED state were discussed. This is only needed if an operator wants to count the number of MBMS UEs (which requires the signalling connection to be established).

Revision of N1-031452

	
	8.3
	N1-031660
	MBMS Information Storage
	3
	29.846
	Agreed.

Revision of N1-031453

	
	8.3
	N1-031726
	TR 29.846: MBMS Multicast Service Activation update
	Ericsson
	29.846
	Agreed.

Step 12 was removed from the condition of step 13.

Revision of N1-031656

	
	
	
	
	
	
	

	
	
	
	
	
	
	

	8.4
	IMS phase 2

Wednesday 

29 Oct 2003
	
	
	
	
	This WI contains the following subtasks:

· Local services

· Group management

· Conferencing

· Messaging

· Additional SIP capabilities support

· Review of the additional SIP capabilities defined by IETF

	8.4.1
	Local services
	
	
	
	
	

	
	
	
	
	
	
	

	
	
	
	
	
	
	

	
	
	
	
	
	
	

	8.4.2
	Group Management
	
	
	
	
	

	
	
	
	
	
	
	

	
	
	
	
	
	
	

	
	
	
	
	
	
	

	8.4.3
	Conferencing
	
	CN1 #32 needs to decide whether to still keep conferencing TR 29.847 as reference for one more plenary period?
	
	
	

	
	8.4.3
	N1-031370
	CR to 29.847: Editorial comments
	Lucent Technologies / Keith Drage
	29.847
	Agreed.

	
	8.4.3
	N1-031371
	CR to 24.847: Editorial changes to Annex A
	Lucent Technologies / Keith Drage
	29.847
	Agreed

	
	8.4.3
	N1-031372
	CR to 29.847: Correction of text regarding MRFC/AS relationship
	Lucent Technologies / Keith Drage
	29.847
	Agreed.

	
	8.4.3
	N1-031373
	CR to 29.847: Conference mixer clarifications
	Lucent Technologies / Keith Drage
	29.847
	Agreed

	
	8.4.3
	N1-031374
	CR to 29.847: Definitions
	Lucent Technologies / Keith Drage
	29.847
	Agreed.

	
	8.4.3
	N1-031381
	CR to 29.847: Removal of duplicate requirements to 24.229
	Lucent Technologies / Keith Drage
	29.847
	Revised to N1-031664

	
	8.4.3
	N1-031382
	CR to 24.847: Adoption of terminology for IMSCOOP
	Lucent Technologies / Keith Drage
	29.847
	Agreed

	
	8.4.3
	N1-031383
	CR to 29.847: Inclusion of normative references to 3GPP TS 24.229
	Lucent Technologies / Keith Drage
	29.847
	Agreed.

	
	8.4.3
	N1-031425
	Removing other users from a conference
	 Siemens AG
	29.847
	Revised to N1-031665

N1-031425 and N1-031562 need to be treated together.

	
	8.4.3
	N1-031483
	Proposed several changes  in TR29.847
	NEC/Yukio Kawanami
	29.847
	Revised to N1-031667

	
	8.4.3
	N1-031484
	Revised WID on IMS Stage 3 Enhancements
	NEC/Yukio Kawanami
	
	Noted.

· Both proposed new WTs (PoC, Trace and online charging syste) were supported, but it was suggested that due to foreseen scheduling of these most recent additions they would be more appropriate as separate work items.

· It was also requested that the first results of SA2 study item need to be available before CN1 can define its own work item on stage 3.

WID

	
	8.4.3
	N1-031489
	Update of flows (Security-Verify, P-Charging-Vector )
	Siemens
	29.847
	Revised to N1-031668

	
	8.4.3
	N1-031490
	Correction of wording in authorization procedure 
	Siemens
	29.847
	Agreed.

	
	8.4.3
	N1-031491
	Conferencing AS vs. conference focus
	Siemens
	29.847
	Revised to N1-031669

	
	8.4.3
	N1-031556
	29.847 Flow: AS invites user to a conference
	Nokia / Georg
	29.847
	Revised to N1-031670

	
	8.4.3
	N1-031557
	29.847 Flow: AS sends REFER to user
	Nokia / Georg
	29.847
	Revised to N1-031671

	
	8.4.3
	N1-031558
	29.847: Profile Tables Lost and Found
	Nokia / Georg
	29.847
	Agreed.

	
	8.4.3
	N1-031559
	29.847 Text: AS sends REFER to user
	Nokia / Georg
	29.847
	Agreed.

	
	8.4.3
	N1-031560
	29.847 Text: Conference creation with conference URI
	Nokia / Georg
	29.847
	Agreed.

	
	8.4.3
	N1-031561
	29.847: Reference to 22.141
	Nokia / Georg
	29.847
	Agreed.

	
	8.4.3
	N1-031562
	29.847 Text: User Leaving a conference
	Nokia / Georg
	29.847
	Revised to N1-031666

N1-031425 and N1-031562 need to be treated together.

	
	8.4.3
	N1-031563
	29.847: Drop flows A3.3, A.3.4, A.3.5, A.7 and A.8
	Nokia / Georg
	29.847
	Revised to N1-031672

	
	8.4.3
	N1-031564
	29.847 Flow: User sending REFER to AS
	Nokia / Georg
	29.847
	Revised to N1-031673

	
	8.4.3
	N1-031591
	CR to 29.847: Annex A corrections to the P-Access-Network-Info header
	Lucent Technologies / Keith Drage
	29.847
	Revised to N1-031674

N1-031492, N1-031590, N1-031594 and N1-031591 are dealing with the same issue in different specifications.

	
	8.4.3
	N1-031664
	CR to 29.847: Removal of duplicate requirements to 24.229
	Lucent Technologies / Keith Drage
	29.847
	Agreed.

Revision of N1-031381

	
	8.4.3
	N1-031665
	Removing other users from a conference
	 Siemens AG
	29.847
	Agreed.

N1-031425 and N1-031562 need to be treated together.

Revision of N1-031425

	
	8.4.3
	N1-031666
	29.847 Text: User Leaving a conference
	Nokia / Georg
	29.847
	Agreed.

N1-031425 and N1-031562 need to be treated together.

Revision of N1-031562

	
	8.4.3
	N1-031667
	Proposed several changes  in TR29.847
	NEC/Yukio Kawanami
	29.847
	Agreed.

Revision of N1-031483

	
	8.4.3
	N1-031668
	Update of flows (Security-Verify, P-Charging-Vector )
	Siemens
	29.847
	Agreed

Revision of N1-031489

	
	8.4.3
	N1-031669
	Conferencing AS vs. conference focus
	Siemens
	29.847
	Agreed.

The only changes are that all changes in 5.3.2.3.1 are reversed and an editor’s note is added to 5.3.2.3.2 to ask us to check when moving this text to TS 24.147 whether this abnormal case is generic (24.229) or conferencing related (24.147) only.

Revision of N1-031491

	
	8.4.3
	N1-031670
	29.847 Flow: AS invites user to a conference
	Nokia / Georg
	29.847
	Agreed.

It was foreseen that we need to make the related changes due to PSI routing and charging to 23.218

Revision of N1-031556

	
	8.4.3
	N1-031671
	29.847 Flow: AS sends REFER to user
	Nokia / Georg
	29.847
	Agreed.

Revision of N1-031557

	
	8.4.3
	N1-031672
	29.847: Drop flows A3.3, A.3.4, A.3.5, A.7 and A.8
	Nokia / Georg
	29.847
	Agreed.

Revision of N1-031563

	
	8.4.3
	N1-031673
	29.847 Flow: User sending REFER to AS
	Nokia / Georg
	29.847
	Revised to N1-031721

Revision of N1-031564

	
	8.4.3
	N1-031674
	CR to 29.847: Annex A corrections to the P-Access-Network-Info header
	Lucent Technologies / Keith Drage
	29.847
	Agreed.

If there is a conflict with this CR and another agreed one, then this one takes the higher precedence.

N1-031492, N1-031590, N1-031594 and N1-031591 are dealing with the same issue in different specifications.

Revision of N1-031591

	
	8.4.3
	N1-031721
	29.847 Flow: User sending REFER to AS
	Nokia / Georg
	29.847
	Agreed

The only change is that text box “AS invites the user” was added before flow 9 and and the flow numbers were changed accordingly.

Revision of N1-031673

	
	
	
	
	
	
	

	
	
	
	
	
	
	

	
	
	
	
	
	
	

	
	
	
	
	
	
	

	8.4.4
	Messaging
	
	
	
	
	

	
	8.4.4
	N1-031565
	Discussion paper on IMS Messaging
	Nokia / Georg
	
	Noted.

	
	8.4.4
	N1-031566
	24.247 Text: Message Sessions in IMS
	Nokia / Georg
	24.247
	Revised to N1-031675

	
	8.4.4
	N1-031567
	24.247 Flow: Message Sessions in IMS
	Nokia / Georg
	24.247
	Revised to N1-031676

Comment that this flow with preconditions was seen as correct but it is possibly just one of the options we may have. It was foreseen that the other alternatives will be studied in later meetings.

	
	8.4.4
	N1-031568
	24.247 Text: Instant Messaging
	Nokia / Georg
	24.247
	Revised to N1-031679

	
	8.4.4
	N1-031569
	24.247 Flow: Instant Messaging
	Nokia / Georg
	24.247
	Revised to N1-031677

	
	8.4.4
	N1-031675
	24.247 Text: Message Sessions in IMS
	Nokia / Georg
	24.247
	Revised to N1-031722

Revision of N1-031566

	
	8.4.4
	N1-031676
	24.247 Flow: Message Sessions in IMS
	Nokia / Georg
	24.247
	Agreed.

Comment that this flow with preconditions was seen as correct but it is possibly just one of the options we may have. It was foreseen that the other alternatives will be studied in later meetings.

Revision of N1-031567

	
	8.4.4
	N1-031677
	24.247 Flow: Instant Messaging
	Nokia / Georg
	24.247
	Agreed

The only change since the previous version is that the whole call flow is deleted and replaced with a reference to corresponding flow in 24.228.

Revision of N1-031569

	
	8.4.4
	N1-031679
	24.247 Text: Instant Messaging
	Nokia / Georg
	24.247
	Revised to N1-031723

Replace “instant messaging” with “immediate messaging” everywhere

Revision of N1-031568

	
	8.4.4
	N1-031722
	24.247 Text: Message Sessions in IMS
	Nokia / Georg
	24.247
	Agreed.

The only changes are that the chat was removed, the annex is B instead of A and the formatting of the paragraph in 6.3.1 is corrected.

Revision of N1-031675

	
	8.4.4
	N1-031723
	24.247 Text: Instant Messaging
	Nokia / Georg
	24.247
	Agreed.

The only change since the previous version is that we replace “instant messaging” with “immediate messaging” everywhere

Revision of N1-031679

	
	
	
	
	
	
	

	
	
	
	
	
	
	

	
	
	
	
	
	
	

	
	
	
	
	
	
	

	8.4.5
	Extensions to SIP capabilities
	
	
	
	
	Adopting new SIP & SDP capabilities, such as forking

	
	8.4.5
	N1-031375
	Correction of I-CSCF handling of multiple private user identities with same public user identity
	Lucent Technologies / Keith Drage
	24.229
	Agreed.

	
	8.4.5
	N1-031378
	Addition of reference to Gq interface
	Lucent Technologies / Keith Drage
	24.229
	Agreed and this CR must be implemented before N1-031431.

	
	8.4.5
	N1-031468
	Corrections on charging specification number
	NEC/Yukio Kawanami
	23.218
	Agreed.

CN1 was concerned of the availability of SA5 draft specifications, since the latest versions of 32.240 and 32.260 were not available on the 3GPP server either in the usual Rel-6 TS area or in the latest drafts. 

Per was requested to remind SA5 that once the other groups start referencing the new TSs then up to date refrence version need to be made available.

This is the first agreed Rel-6 23.218 CR. If approved in TSGN #22 this triggers the creation of 23.218 V. 6.0.0.

	
	8.4.5
	N1-031469
	Corrections on charging specification number
	NEC/Yukio Kawanami
	24.229
	Agreed.

	
	8.4.5
	N1-031473
	Additional clarifications for forking
	NEC/Yukio Kawanami
	24.229
	Postponed.

· Where does the AS get the multiple contacts to force it to fork a request? Answer: this must be preconfigured, there is no other way.

· Is new ICID generated for each branch of the fork or is one ICID reused? This would be an SA5 decision and CN1 was not aware of any requirement either way.

· The criteria for starting charging must be the same as for opening the gate for the user data.

· The AS must be prepared to receive responses to forked requests.

	
	8.4.5
	N1-031513
	Additional clarifications on charging for  forking
	NEC/Yukio Kawanami
	23.218
	Postponed

	
	8.4.5
	N1-031543
	Session timer
	Ericsson M. Garcia
	24.229
	Revised to N1-031678

IMS2

	
	8.4.5
	N1-031583
	Determination of S-CSCF role
	Nokia
	24.229
	Rejected.

· It was commented that this solution would have architectural implications and therefore it was recommended to raise the issue in SA2 first. 

· The counter-argument is that 23.228 fig. 4.3b requires a solution to this.

· It was agreed that also 23.218 CR will be needed. 

· It was claimed by Ericsson that 23.228 would also be affected

· Is CN1 – CN4 joint session needed in the next WG due to this ?

IMS-CCR

	
	8.4.5
	N1-031584
	AS originated requests
	Nokia
	23.218
	Postponed

Does IMS-CCR exist for Rel-6 ?

IMS-CCR

	
	8.4.5
	N1-031589
	Text harmonisation with 3GPP2
	Lucent Technologies / Keith Drage
	24.229
	Agreed.

	
	8.4.5
	N1-031595
	Procedures in the absence of UICC
	Lucent Technologies / Keith Drage
	24.229
	Revised to N1-031680

	
	8.4.5
	N1-031678
	Session timer
	Ericsson M. Garcia
	24.229
	Postponed

IMS2

Revision of N1-031543

	
	8.4.5
	N1-031680
	Procedures in the absence of UICC
	Lucent Technologies / Keith Drage
	24.229
	Agreed.

The only change since the previous version is that the example at the end of the new text is replaced with text: “and will not be able to register to IM CN subsystem”

Revision of N1-031595

	
	8.4.5
	N1-031573
	SDP offer handling in SIP responses in S-CSCF and P-CSCF
	Nokia
	24.229
	Revised to N1-031704

There is no IMS-CCR in Rel-6!!!

	
	8.4.5
	N1-031704
	SDP offer handling in SIP responses in S-CSCF and P-CSCF
	Nokia
	24.229
	Revised to N1-031727

Revision number of the CR should be 1.

Revision of N1-031573

	
	8.4.5
	N1-031727
	SDP offer handling in SIP responses in S-CSCF and P-CSCF
	Nokia
	24.229
	Agreed.

The only change is the removal of the sentence starting with i.e.

Revision number of the CR should be 2.

Revision of N1-031704

	
	
	
	
	
	
	

	
	
	
	
	
	
	

	8.4.6
	Followup of IETF development of new SIP & SDP capabilities
	
	
	
	
	Alignment of 3GPP specifications with new IETF specifications

	
	8.4.6
	N1-031436
	An analysis of the requirements of the Reason header
	Lucent Technologies / Keith Drage
	
	Noted.

Disc

	
	8.4.6
	N1-031437
	Profile support of RFC 3326: The Reason Header Field for the Session Initiation Protocol
	Lucent Technologies / Keith Drage
	24.229
	Revised to N1-031681

	
	8.4.6
	N1-031438
	CR to 24.841: Profile support of RFC 3326: The Reason Header Field for the Session Initiation Protocol
	Lucent Technologies / Keith Drage
	24.841
	Agreed on the condition that N1-031681 is agreed.

	
	8.4.6
	N1-031439
	Profile support of RFC 3581: An Extension to the Session Initiation Protocol (SIP) for Symmetric Response Routing
	Lucent Technologies / Keith Drage
	24.229
	Agreed.

N1-031439 and N1-031480 are alternative proposals

Do we need to add a reference to an RFC to say we are not using it?

	
	8.4.6
	N1-031681
	Profile support of RFC 3326: The Reason Header Field for the Session Initiation Protocol
	Lucent Technologies / Keith Drage
	24.229
	Agreed.

Revision of N1-031437

	
	
	
	
	
	
	

	8.5
	IMS interoperability

Thursday 

30 Oct 2003
	
	Can we report that CN1 work on this WI is completed now?
	
	
	Interoperability and Commonality between IP Multimedia Systems using different "IP-connectivity Networks"; stage 3

	
	8.5
	N1-031426
	UICC related changes for IMS commonality and interoperability
	Qualcomm
	24.229
	Revised to N1-031682

	
	8.5
	N1-031427
	Interoperability and commonality; definition of scope
	Qualcomm
	24.229
	Agreed.

	
	8.5
	N1-031428
	Interoperability and commonality; addition of terminology
	Qualcomm
	24.229
	Agreed

	
	8.5
	N1-031429
	Interoperability and commonality; media grouping
	Qualcomm
	24.229
	Agreed.

The usability of media grouping concept was discussed, but it was decided to keep the access independence CRs as close to editorial modifications as possible and to leave the improvements of the protocol out of this WI.

	
	8.5
	N1-031430
	Interoperability and commonality; access network information
	Qualcomm
	24.229
	Rejected but another CR in N1-031683 covers the same issue.

N1-031430 and N1-031597 are related.

	
	8.5
	N1-031431
	Interoperability and commonality; charging information
	Qualcomm
	24.229
	Agreed.
N1-031378 changes the moved subclause and that change must be done first.

	
	8.5
	N1-031442
	Clause 9 restructuring
	Lucent Technologies / Milo Orsic
	24.229
	Revised to N1-031684

	
	8.5
	N1-031596
	Appropriate linkage to new Annex C
	Lucent Technologies / Keith Drage
	24.229
	Rejected.

	
	8.5
	N1-031682
	UICC related changes for IMS commonality and interoperability
	Qualcomm
	24.229
	Agreed.

The only change after the previous version is that the title of annex C is copied to the scope in C.1.

Revision of N1-031426

	
	8.5
	N1-031684
	Clause 9 restructuring
	Lucent Technologies / Milo Orsic
	24.229
	Agreed.

CR category D must be added.

The only change since the previous version is removal of the third option mentioned first in 9.2.1 and reversing all changes in 9.2.2 and adding an editor’s note in annex B.2 that some of that material may still need to be moved back to clause 9 if it is seen a generic for all access techniologies..

Revision of N1-031442

	
	
	
	
	
	
	

	8.6
	WLAN

Thursday 

30 Oct 2003
	
	
	
	
	WLAN TS 24.234 was estimated to be 50 % complete and therefore it will be sent to TSGN plenary for information.

	
	8.6
	N1-031396
	CR to 24.234: Changes to subclause 1 (Scope)
	Lucent Technologies / Keith Drage
	24.234
	Revised to N1-031685

	
	8.6
	N1-031397
	CR to 24.234: Changes to subclause 4.1
	Lucent Technologies / Keith Drage
	24.234
	Revised to N1-031686

	
	8.6
	N1-031398
	CR to 24.234: Changes to subclause 5.2 (3GPP WLAN AN selection)
	Lucent Technologies / Keith Drage
	24.234
	Revised to N1-031687

N1-031398 and N1-031531 partially deal with the same issues.

	
	8.6
	N1-031399
	CR to 24.234: Use of I-WLAN terminology
	Lucent Technologies / Keith Drage
	24.234
	Revised to N1-031691

· In WLAN selection there is no restriction to the interworking WLAN’s and therefore WLAN as such is correct at least for this case. 

· WLAN PLMN selection is performed only amongst the interworking PLMNs.

· In this situation it was agreed to change the “WLAN AN” to “WLAN” for now.

	
	8.6
	N1-031400
	CR to 24.234: Changes to subclause 4.2 (WLAN UE identities)
	Lucent Technologies / Keith Drage
	24.234
	Revised to N1-031692

	
	8.6
	N1-031498
	WLAN capability IE in MS Network Capability. 
	InterDigital Communication
	24.008
	Rejected

· There is no service requirement for WLAN HO?

· Which WLAN technologies need to be supported?

· The MS RAC syntax?

	
	8.6
	N1-031530
	WLAN TS 24.234: References
	Nokia/Inma
	24.234
	Revised to N1-031693

	
	8.6
	N1-031531
	WLAN TS 24.234: WLAN Selection
	Nokia/Inma
	24.234
	Revised to N1-031688

is WLAN selection ”random” or guided by preconfigured list?

	
	8.6
	N1-031532
	WLAN TS 24.234: WLAN PLMN selection
	Nokia/Inma
	24.234
	Revised to N1-031694

	
	8.6
	N1-031533
	WLAN TS 24.234: WLAN Authentication
	Nokia/Inma
	24.234
	Revised to N1-031695

	
	8.6
	N1-031534
	WLAN TS 24.234: Scope, References and Definitions
	Nokia/Inma
	24.234
	Revised to N1-031696

	
	8.6
	N1-031535
	WLAN TS 24.234: Parameters
	Nokia/Inma
	24.234
	Revised to N1-031697

	
	8.6
	N1-031536
	WLAN TS 24.234: UE identities
	Nokia/Inma
	24.234
	Agreed.

	
	8.6
	N1-031537
	WLAN TS 24.234: Revised WID
	Nokia/Inma
	24.234
	Revised to N1-031698

· This WID has already been presented and agreed in CN4.

· Question on how much meeting time will be needed to complete the work by June 2004 which is indicated as the new completion date for 23.234.

· The indicated schedule depends on SA1, SA2 and IETF decisions and is therefore not based on clear technical requirements.

· Agreed that the possible USIM impact needs to be added until we get SA1 response on the requirements.

	
	8.6
	N1-031685
	CR to 24.234: Changes to subclause 1 (Scope)
	Lucent Technologies / Keith Drage
	24.234
	Agreed.

The only change is that the first change is amended to say that this specification makes no additional requirements on AAA proxies.

Revision of N1-031396

	
	8.6
	N1-031686
	CR to 24.234: Changes to subclause 4.1
	Lucent Technologies / Keith Drage
	24.234
	Agreed.

Revision of N1-031397

	
	8.6
	N1-031687
	CR to 24.234: Changes to subclause 5.2 (3GPP WLAN AN selection)
	Lucent Technologies / Keith Drage
	24.234
	Postponed

Revision of N1-031398

	
	8.6
	N1-031688
	WLAN TS 24.234: WLAN Selection
	Nokia/Inma
	24.234
	Postponed

is WLAN selection ”random” or guided by preconfigured list?

Revision of N1-031531

	
	8.6
	N1-031691
	CR to 24.234: Use of I-WLAN terminology
	Lucent Technologies / Keith Drage
	24.234
	Agreed.

The only change is that the addition of “I-“ in front of “WLAN” was removed.

The rapporteur was requested to change “I-WLAN” to “WLAN” in all cases throughout the document

· In WLAN selection there is no restriction to the interworking WLAN’s and therefore WLAN as such is correct at least for this case. 

· WLAN PLMN selection is performed only amongst the interworking PLMNs.

· In this situation it was agreed to change the “WLAN AN” to “WLAN” for now.

Revision of N1-031399

	
	8.6
	N1-031692
	CR to 24.234: Changes to subclause 4.2 (WLAN UE identities)
	Lucent Technologies / Keith Drage
	24.234
	Agreed.

The proposed new text in 4.2.2 is converted into an editor’s note.

Revision of N1-031400

	
	8.6
	N1-031693
	WLAN TS 24.234: References
	Nokia/Inma
	24.234
	Agreed.

The only change since the previous version is calling the diameter base protocol with its new RFC number 3588.

Revision of N1-031530

	
	8.6
	N1-031694
	WLAN TS 24.234: WLAN PLMN selection
	Nokia/Inma
	24.234
	Agreed.

Revision of N1-031532

	
	8.6
	N1-031695
	WLAN TS 24.234: WLAN Authentication
	Nokia/Inma
	24.234
	Agreed.

Revision of N1-031533

	
	8.6
	N1-031696
	WLAN TS 24.234: Scope, References and Definitions
	Nokia/Inma
	24.234
	Agreed.

Revision of N1-031534

	
	8.6
	N1-031697
	WLAN TS 24.234: Parameters
	Nokia/Inma
	24.234
	Postponed

The only change since the previous version is that the title of 7.5 is “operator controlled…”

Revision of N1-031535

	
	8.6
	N1-031698
	WLAN TS 24.234: Revised WID
	Nokia/Inma
	24.234
	Agreed.

· This WID has already been presented and agreed in CN4.

· Question on how much meeting time will be needed to complete the work by June 2004 which is indicated as the new completion date for 23.234.

· The indicated schedule depends on SA1, SA2 and IETF decisions and is therefore not based on clear technical requirements.

· Agreed that the possible USIM impact needs to be added until we get SA1 response on the requirements.

Revision of N1-031537

	 
	
	
	
	
	
	

	8.7
	Emergency Call Enhancements for IP& PS Based Calls

Thursday 

30 Oct 2003
	
	
	
	
	

	
	8.7
	N1-031570
	Emergency Call Enhancements for IP& PS Based Calls - stage 3
	Ericsson / A Monrad
	
	Agreed.

· Again, the schedule of the WI is difficult to estimate until the stage 1 and 2 requirements are known.

WID

	
	
	
	
	
	
	

	8.8
	Other Rel-6 issues

Thursday 

Non-IMS CRs on Wednesday morning.

30 Oct 2003
	
	
	
	
	

	
	8.8
	N1-031390
	ePLMN list extension
	T-Mobile
	24.008
	Agreed.

But it was not known whether there is any test case for this procedure.

TEI6

	
	8.8
	N1-031443
	NSAPI to LLC-SAPI mapping
	Ericsson LM
	
	Noted.

· Alternative 2 seems to be needed for Rel-5 to provide 5 different QoS levels (the 4 QoS classes + signalling).

· Alternative 3 may or may not be needed for later releases after this change.

· It was proposed during presentation that the extension of LLC SAPI range to allow one-to-one mapping would be the best solution.

· SA2 will treat a Siemens contribution on this same week. This CR proposes to modify the QoS to LLC SAPI mapping rules (alternative 2).

· Alternative 3, the extension of NSAPI range was seen as good long term solution.

· In alternative 3 the indication of support of extended range of LLC SAPI code points could be given either by the UE or the network

Disc

	
	8.8
	N1-031456
	Network check on Precondition
	Orange
	24.229
	Rejected. The revised contents will be merged to N1-031642.

Related CRs: 

N1-031455 and N1-031456 from Orange, 

N1-031538 and N1-031539 from Ericsson, 

N1-031549 from Nokia 

IMS-CCR-IWIP

	
	8.8
	N1-031467
	Clarification regarding use of RAT during background PLMN scanning
	Motorola
	23.122
	Revised to N1-031648

N1-031495 and N1-031467 are alternative solutions to the same problem.
TEI6

	
	8.8
	N1-031502
	SM signalling in case tear down is requested
	Siemens AG
	24.008
	Revised to N1-031649

TEI6

	
	8.8
	N1-031503
	XID negotiation for IP compression 
	Siemens AG
	44.065
	Revised to N1-031650

· The only way to make this work is to add indication of explicit or implicit PDP context deactivation to the SM – SNDCP service primitive. Unfortunately the service primitives in 24.007 have not been maintained for a long time and they are outdated now. It was agreed to cover this issue in 44.065 completely.

· There was also another proposal which would not require SM to indicate to SNDCP the type of PDP context deactivation. This would mean no XID negotiation at any PDP context deactivation 

TEI6

	
	8.8
	N1-031504
	Addition of multiple TBF capability flag to MS RAC IE
	Siemens AG
	24.008
	Agreed.

MULTBF

	
	8.8
	N1-031505
	Order of frequency bands in MS Radio Access Capability IE
	Siemens AG
	24.008
	Agreed.

TEI6

	
	8.8
	N1-031508
	TFT error handling
	Siemens AG
	24.008
	Revised to N1-031651

TEI6

	
	8.8
	N1-031516
	Correction of timer handling in diagram 4.7.7a
	Nokia
	24.008
	Agreed.

TEI6

	
	8.8
	N1-031525
	Removal of codepoint for GTP ack mode
	Siemens
	24.008
	Agreed.

The acknowledged GTP mode has been removed from R99 onwards and has therefore not been implemented. This CR removes the unused code point.

TEI6

	
	8.8
	N1-031526
	Disabling of ROHC segmentation
	Siemens
	44.065
	Revised to N1-031652

TEI6

	
	8.8
	N1-031529
	SSD and Signalling indication in QoS IE 
	Nokia/Inma
	24.008
	Agreed.

The WI should be TEI6
TEI5

	
	8.8
	N1-031546
	Clarification of the muting and unmuting of the downlink
	Nortel Networks
	44.068
	Agreed.

It was commented that 43.068 is stage 2 document and therefore the earlier CR which is referenced in reason for change was not about service description but architecture.

TEI6

	
	8.8
	N1-031572
	WID: Support for subscriber certificates, stage 3
	Ericsson / A Monrad
	
	Agreed

· A sindle CN wide WID was preferred over CN1 WID 

· Discussion on whether Ua is in the scope of CN1 or not.

N1-031572 and N1-031587 are alternative WID proposals.
WID

	
	8.8
	N1-031587
	Proposed WID: Support for subscriber certificates at UE - Network interfaces, stage 3
	Nokia
	
	Rejected.

N1-031572 and N1-031587 are alternative WID proposals.
WID

	
	8.8
	N1-031588
	Bootstrapping TS skeleton
	Nokia
	
	Postponed.

· It was agreed to first draft the scope of the new TS before adding more text in the later paragraphs.

· Should the Ua interface be reflected in the outline of the TS ?

· Copying normative material such as the architecture diagram in 4.1 was seen inappropriate.

TS

	
	8.8
	N1-031598
	Don't use SAPI to differentiate between messages of the same message type.
	Vodafone Ltd
	24.007
	Revised to N1-031653

TEI6

	
	8.8
	N1-031648
	Clarification regarding use of RAT during background PLMN scanning
	Motorola
	23.122
	Postponed

N1-031495 and N1-031467 are alternative solutions to the same problem.
TEI6

Revision of N1-031467

	
	8.8
	N1-031649
	SM signalling in case tear down is requested
	Siemens AG
	24.008
	Agreed.

TEI6

Revision of N1-031502

	
	8.8
	N1-031650
	XID negotiation for IP compression 
	Siemens AG
	44.065
	Agreed.

· The only way to make this work is to add indication of explicit or implicit PDP context deactivation to the SM – SNDCP service primitive. Unfortunately the service primitives in 24.007 have not been maintained for a long time and they are outdated now. It was agreed to cover this issue in 44.065 completely.

· There was also another proposal which would not require SM to indicate to SNDCP the type of PDP context deactivation. This would mean no XID negotiation at any PDP context deactivation 

TEI6

Revision of N1-031503

	
	8.8
	N1-031651
	TFT error handling
	Siemens AG
	24.008
	Agreed.

TEI6

Revision of N1-031508

	
	8.8
	N1-031652
	Disabling of ROHC segmentation
	Siemens
	44.065
	Agreed.

TEI6

Revision of N1-031526

	
	8.8
	N1-031653
	Don't use SAPI to differentiate between messages of the same message type.
	Vodafone Ltd
	24.007
	Agreed.

TEI6

Revision of N1-031598

	
	
	
	
	
	
	

	9
	Output Liaison Statements

Friday 

31 Oct 2003
	
	
	
	
	

	
	9
	N1-031606
	
	Richard
	
	Agreed.

Reply to N1-031409

	
	9
	N1-031607
	
	Georg
	
	Agreed.

The same question from RAN3 has been received by SA2 also. 

Reply to N1-031412

	
	9
	N1-031608
	
	Robert
	
	Rejected.

The chairman was asked to contact the chairman of GERAN2 to inform that CN1 could not agree the CRs and run out of time when reviewing the wording on the proposed LS.

Reply to N1-031417

	
	9
	N1-031610
	
	Gabor
	
	Agreed.

Reply to N1-031420

	
	9
	N1-031611
	
	Keith
	
	Revised to N1-031728

Reply to N1-031461

	
	9
	N1-031612
	
	Robert
	
	Agreed.

Reply to N1-031462

	
	9
	N1-031613
	
	Gabor
	
	Revised to N1-031724

Reply to N1-031464

	
	9
	N1-031643
	Proposed LS to CN3 and SA5 related with preconditions in Rel-6
	Miguel
	
	Withdrawn, this is not needed since the related CR was not agreed.

Check first if the related CR was agreed.

Related with N1-031642

	
	9
	N1-031644
	Proposed LS to SA2 on preconditions in Rel-5
	Georg
	
	Revised to N1-031725

Related with N1-031455, N1-031538 and N1-031549

	
	9
	N1-031690
	LS on WLAN requirements
	Christian
	
	Agreed.

	
	9
	N1-031699
	LS on WLAN requirements
	Christian
	
	

	
	9
	N1-031724
	
	Gabor
	
	Agreed.

The only changes are that the meaning of “IMS watcher” is clarified in the second and third paragraph.

Reply to N1-031464

Revision of N1-031613

	
	9
	N1-031725
	Proposed LS to SA2 on preconditions in Rel-5
	Georg
	
	Agreed.

Related with N1-031455, N1-031538 and N1-031549

Revision of N1-031644

	
	9
	N1-031728
	
	Keith
	
	Agreed.

The only changes are that B2BUA and AS are replaced with a more generic term “SIP proxy”.

Reply to N1-031461

Revision of N1-031611

	
	
	
	
	
	
	

	10
	Late and misplaced documents

Friday 

31 Oct 2003 (time permitting)
	
	Late documents and documents which were submitted with erroneous or incomplete information 
	
	
	Priorisation within this category will be done during the meeting.

	
	6
	N1-031501
	Idle mode functions in RRC connected mode
	Motorola
	23.122
	The RRC CELL FACH state is problematic, since in that state the RRC is in connected mode with no dedicated channel assigned and yet it is not able to perform UE idle mode procedures such as background scan or PLMN selection.

TEI

	
	
	
	
	
	
	

	
	7.4
	N1-031592
	Corrections to the P-Access-Network-Info header (Part 1)
	Lucent Technologies / Keith Drage
	24.228
	Revised to N1-031708

	
	7.4
	N1-031594
	Corrections to the P-Access-Network-Info header (Part 2)
	Lucent Technologies / Keith Drage
	24.228
	Revised to N1-031709

N1-031492, N1-031590, N1-031594 and N1-031591 are dealing with the same issue in different specifications.

	
	7.4
	N1-031708
	Corrections to the P-Access-Network-Info header (Part 1)
	Lucent Technologies / Keith Drage
	24.228
	Agreed

Revision of N1-031592

	
	7.4
	N1-031709
	Corrections to the P-Access-Network-Info header (Part 2)
	Lucent Technologies / Keith Drage
	24.228
	Agreed.

N1-031492, N1-031590, N1-031594 and N1-031591 are dealing with the same issue in different specifications.

Revision of N1-031594

	
	
	
	
	
	
	

	
	
	
	
	
	
	

	
	8.4.6
	N1-031597
	P-Access-Network-Info changes
	Lucent Technologies / Keith Drage
	24.229
	Revised to N1-031683

N1-031430 and N1-031597 are related.

	
	8.4.6
	N1-031683
	P-Access-Network-Info changes
	Lucent Technologies / Keith Drage
	24.229
	Agreed

The only difference since the previous version is the corrected subclause numbers.

N1-031430 and N1-031597 are related.

Revision of N1-031597

	
	
	
	
	
	
	

	
	8.7
	N1-031571
	Status update for WI EMC1-PS 
	Ericsson / A Monrad
	
	Revised to N1-031637

Disc

	
	8.7
	N1-031637
	Status update for WI EMC1-PS 
	Ericsson / A Monrad
	
	Noted.

Disc

Revision of N1-031571

	
	
	
	
	
	
	

	
	8.8
	N1-031465
	CN impacts of Network Sharing in Rel-6
	TeliaSonera
	
	Disc

NTShar

	
	8.8
	N1-031466
	Proposed WID for Network Sharing stage 3
	TeliaSonera
	
	Revised to N1-031609

WID

NTShar

	
	8.8
	N1-031528
	Broadcast multiple NMO in NAS system information
	TeliaSonera
	
	DISC

Netshar

	
	8.8
	N1-031599
	PLMN Selection, Routing and Radio Planning
	Motorola
	
	DISC

Netshar

	
	8.8
	N1-031609
	Proposed WID for Network Sharing stage 3
	TeliaSonera
	
	WID

NTShar

Revision of N1-031466

	
	
	
	
	
	
	

	
	
	
	
	
	
	

	11
	A.O.B.


	
	
	
	
	

	
	
	
	
	
	
	

	
	
	
	
	
	
	

	
	
	
	 
	
	
	

	13
	Closing

Friday 

31 Oct 2003 no later than 16:00
	
	Did you mark your attendance to this meeting in attendees list?
	
	
	Any meeting document which is not mentioned in this report or with no recorded decision shall be interpreted as "reserved", i.e. not defined and shall be ignored if received

	
	
	
	
	
	
	The chairman thanked Per for keeping the documents in order despite handling 401 documents in a week, the delegates for their good attitude in rejecting non-essential corrections on frozen releases, Peng for being the facilitator of access independence work and the host for the usual excellent meeting venue and food & drink which we all are used to expect from Japanese Friends of 3GPP.
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