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	Agenda item title
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	Source
	Spec.
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	1 
	Opening

Monday 

15 Nov 2004
	
	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.

	
	
	
	
	
	
	

	
	
	
	
	
	
	

	2


	Agenda & Reports

Monday 

15 Nov 2004
	
	
	
	
	

	
	2
	N1-041646
	CN1#35 Meeting Agenda
	CN1 Chairman
	
	

	
	
	
	
	
	
	

	
	
	
	
	
	
	

	3


	Input Liaison statements

Monday 

15 Aug 2004
	
	
	
	
	

	
	3
	N1-041343
	References to DTMF Standards in TS 123 014 V.5.1.0
	AT WG Analogue
	
	Postponed to CN1 #36

ETSI AT WG analogue has found out that 3GPP TS 23.014 references old versions of DTMF specifications, ETR 204 and ETR 206. Later versions of these are now available, and consequently CN1 should update the references. 

Are the later versions technically compatible, so that it is sufficient to just update the references? Robert Zaus from Siemens is the rapporteur of 23.014 and he requested more time until the next meeting to check if the new versions will bring any new technical requirements to 3GPP.

	
	3
	N1-041517
	EHPLMN (Equivalent HPLMN)
	T3
	
	Forwarded to CN1 #36

CN1 reply is needed.

T3 have two alternative solutions for the multiple HPLMN mechanism. The main difference is that one is re-using the existing HPLMNwAcT USIM file, whereas the other one leaves this existing file as it is for legacy mobiles and adds a new one to be used for those mobiles that are capable of handling multiple HPLMN codes. CN1 should consider these and say which one would be better.

· New field can only be added to USIM

· The existing HPLMNwAcT reuse could possibly apply to SIM cards from R99 onwards as well

· If the existing data file is re-used, then it needs to be checked how the existing mobiles would react to that. Based on this the LS was forwarded to the next CN1 meeting.

· Re-using the existing data field was seen as more tempting solution, but it needs to be checked by the UE manufacturers if this can be done safely.

The related CR in document N1-041608 was also postponed in CN1 #35.

	
	3
	N1-041650
	Reply LS on Binding Scenario Information to Mutual EAP Authentication
	SA2
	
	Noted unless there is a related CR to this meeting.

CC to CN1. SA2 confirm SA3 concern that the AAA server can not distinguish between the authentication in scenario 2 and tunnel establishment in scenario 3. Therefore a possibility for fraud at WLAN AP may be possible. Are there any changes needed by CN1 due to this?

	
	3
	N1-041651
	Network control of SBLP PDP Context establishment
	SA2
	
	Noted.

CC to CN1. SA2 inform us that they have agreed a CR on 23.228 to allow the UE not to follow the requested SBLP and ignore the received authorization token, in particular for non-RT sessions, such as session based messaging and PoC.

There is a related CR on 24.229 in N1-04xxxx

	
	3
	N1-041652
	Reply LS on IP-CAN transport for additional IMS capabilities
	SA2
	
	Noted.

SA2 have agreed to mandate in TS 23.207 the GGSN to allow the activation/modification of at least one non-realtime PDP context per UE IP address and per APN (PDP Context with UMTS Traffic class “background” or “interactive”) without a Media Authorization Token, even if SBLP is enabled on this APN to allow transport of non-SIP protocol traffic across a GP PDP context.

	
	3
	N1-041653
	Reply LS on provision of configuration data to a UE
	SA2
	
	CN1 decision and reply is needed.

This LS is SA2 reply to N1-041283. 

As OMA Device Management is the only suitable provisioning mechanism that SA2 was able to find to meet the requirements within the Rel-6 timeframe, it is recommended that OMA DM should be used in Rel-6.

Additionally to the configurable parameters that CN1 has already identified, SA2 have found two more and request CN1 to take the lead in identifying the necessary  managed objects related with IMS.

	
	3
	N1-041654
	Reply LS on the use of pres and im URIs in IMS
	SA2
	
	Noted.

SA2 sees that IMS UEs can use im or pres URIs e.g. to initiate messages or subscriptions to external networks and that incoming requests with pres or im URIs need to be converted to SIP-URIs at the edge of the IMS network. SA2 will consider clarifications to TS 23.141 and TS 23.228 if deemed required.

	
	3
	N1-041655
	LS on MBMS NSAPI
	SA2
	
	CN1 decision and reply is needed.

SA2 sees that the maximum 10 NSAPIs is not enough for both MBMS and PDP contexts that may exist at the same time, so an extension to the NSAPI range is needed.

	
	3
	N1-041656
	Reply LS on Clarification of TMGI format (R2-041402)
	SA2
	
	Noted.

SA2 replies to RAN2 that they do not want to reduce MBMS Service ID (TMGI) from 3 octets to 2 octets. It is SA2 preference to keep the current TMGI size decision of 3-octet as defined in TS 23.003 and other stage 3 MBMS specifications.

	
	3
	N1-041657
	Response LS on MBMS support in UTRAN and Session Repetition
	SA2
	
	Noted.

SA2 replies to two RAN2 LSs on MBMS support in UTRAN and Session Repetition 

	
	3
	N1-041658
	LS on AS- NAS interaction for MBMS
	RAN2
	
	CN1 reply is needed

RAN2 have made assumptions on notification, connection establishment, service priorisation, BC checking and RAB identity. 

RAN2 ask for a reply to the LS, but CN1 CR(s) may also be needed.

Is there a related CR to this meeting?

	
	3
	N1-041659
	LS on Inter-RAT handover from non-shared 2G network to shared 3G network
	RAN2
	
	CN1 may want to reply.

There is a subsequent LS from RAN2 which seems to cancel this one (N1-041669)

CC to CN1, but RAN2 is actually asking SA2 to define something that does not necessarily touch their specifications, as it is PLMN selection related. RAN2 is studying 2G -> 3G handover

· Should the RNC include in UTRAN MOBILITY INFORMATION message the RPLMN, or all available PLMNs if the target network is shared?

· Should the UE transmit the RAU request to the new cell with the RPLMN as the target PLMN identity

From PLMN selection point of view it would be logical to answer ‘yes’ to both of the above bullets.

	
	3
	N1-041660
	LS on Clarification of TMGI format (Response to R2 041402)
	SA2
	
	Noted.

CC to CN1. CN4 asks SA1 to respond whether 16,777,216 different MBMS service IDs for an operator really needed, or if 65,535 will be sufficient to meet marketing requirements

	
	3
	N1-041661
	LS on Addition of DTM enhancements capability
	 GERAN
	
	Noted.

GERAN requests us to endorse the attached CR, due to DTM enhancements.

The CR has been split to N1-04xxxx

	
	3
	N1-041662
	LS on Addition of VGC reconfiguration procedure
	GERAN
	
	Noted.

GERAN requests us to endorse the attached CR, due to VGCS enhancements.

The CR has been split to N1-041702.

	
	3
	N1-041663
	LS proposing work split 3GPP/3GPP2/OMA on Presence
	OMA PAG WG
	
	CN1 reply is needed.

OMA PAG WG proposes the following work split in presence work:

IETF:

· Specify the protocols (SIP and XCAP) with extensions & enhancements (SIMPLE) for Presence Service

· SIP protocol and procedures for watching and publishing Presence Information 

· XCAP protocol and procedures for management of presence related data (e.g. manipulation of lists and policies)

· Additional functionality (e,g. filtering, content indirection, etc.)

· Specifies a common presence data format allowing possible extensions.

3GPP / 3GPP2:

· Define IMS message profiles for the OMA Presence framework.
· Define how the Presence IETF SIP framework is used in a well defined IMS architecture to transfer Presence Information from the UE to AS  and the opposite(e.g. definition of the mandatory and optional headers of the SIP methods used by the Presence event framework) or between ASes.

· Specify the mechanisms for transporting presence information from 3GPP/3GPP2 specific network elements (e.g.GGSN, IMS elements, etc) to the Presence Network Agent.

· Specify all other procedures required to support network specific aspects of presence, for example, charging and security.
OMA:

· Specify the presence service and architecture in a network agnostic manner, based on the IETF SIP, SIMPLE and XCAP framework. 
· Define the semantics of presence information elements and maps those to the relevant IETF formats

· Specify how the presence framework can be used to create a uniform framework for application development.

· Describe the relationship of the presence framework with the common 3GPP/3GPP2 IMS.

	
	3
	N1-041664
	LS to 3GPP about signalling compression
	OMA POC WG
	
	To be discussed in a joint session with SA2 on Wedneday at 8:00 a.m.

OMA PoC WG is concerned of the signaling performance and would like align the SigComp requirements of different vendors. 

It has been found out that different implementations based on IETF RFC 3320, RFC 3321, RFC 3485, RFC 3486, 3GPP2 X.S0013-004 or 3GPPTS24.229 could behave very differently. At least the following items would need to be aligned:

· The use of separate transport ports or a common transport port for SIP and SigComp messages

· Minimum requirements for the endpoints like decompression memory size (DMS) and state memory size (SMS)

· When the UDVM byte code should be exchanged

	
	3
	N1-041665
	Reply to LS on Early media session establishment in IMS
	CN3
	
	Noted.

CC to CN1. CN3 answers to SA2 on early media that it can already be supported in Rel-6, even though the related drafts are not required for Rel-6. No architectural changes are needed.

	
	3
	N1-041666
	LS on Adding ANSI protocols to 3GPP Iu lower layer specifications
	RAN3
	
	Noted.

This LS was seen in CN plenary #25 as NP-040313 and forwarded to CN1.

T1P1 has requested RAN3 to add ANSI specification references to 3GPP to physical layer and signaling bearer specifications as an option for UTRAN interfaces. 

RAN3 identified that some ANSI references are already provided in the physical layer specification TS 25.411, however no ANSI option is provided for ANSI SS7 transport layers in the relevant specifications.

RAN3 decided to ask individual members of T1P1 to prepare CRs to these related specifications and submit them to 3GPP TSG RAN3 #44 meeting for further discussion and approval.

	
	3
	N1-041667
	LS on user-specific priorities for MBMS services
	GERAN2
	
	Noted.

Just like in the RAN, there may be cases in which a mobile station is not able to receive all of the MBMS services that it is interested in. GERAN2 assumes that during the Notification procedure for a given MBMS service the information about the corresponding user specific service priority will be available at the MS access stratum. This enables the MS to perform a service prioritisation and to possibly stop receiving lower priority MBMS services prohibiting the MS to receive a higher priority MBMS service.

Is there any related CR to this meeting?

	
	3
	N1-041668
	GERAN Assumptions and Open Issues for MBMS
	GERAN2
	
	Noted.

CC to CN1. GERAN (2) needs some answers from SA2 in MBMS session start request message.

	
	3
	N1-041669
	LS on the conclusion of Inter-RAT handover from non-shared 2G network to shared 3G network
	RAN2
	
	Noted.

CC to CN1. It looks like RAN2 would like to withdraw their earlier LS N1-041659 on handover from 2G to shared 3G cell as they have come to conclusion that the UE should remain in the RPLMN.

	
	3
	N1-041670
	LS on service priority handling MBMS
	RAN2
	
	Noted.

CC to CN1. RAN2 is seeking SA2 confirmation for their working assumptions on MBMS priority and collisions situation handling.

	
	3
	N1-041671
	LS on Selected PLMN and network sharing
	RAN2
	
	CN1 reply is needed.

RAN2 have spotted a problem in the definition and use of the ‘selected PLMN’ between CN and AN protocols. They would like to hear our opinion on the following topics:

· Confirm the conclusion of RAN2 that it is the responsibility of NAS to select and maintain the Selected PLMN and inform this to AS, and therefore this is something to be covered by CN1 specifications rather than RAN2 specifications.

· Confirm whether the principles of AS-NAS interaction described in section 4 are in line with CN1s understanding.

· Inform RAN2 whether the scenario that more than one PLMN makes the cell suitable is a realistic network sharing case that needs to be supported by the specifications? If it is a realistic case, then RAN2 would like confirmation that it is a NAS responsibility to choose one PLMN from the PLMNs that make the cell suitable to which to perform registration, and therefore this will be covered by CN1 specifications.

Proposed reply has been prepared in N1-04xxxx.

	
	3
	N1-041672
	Cooperation on TISPAN NGN supplementary services
	ETSI TISPAN (Plenary)
	
	CN1 reply is needed. 

The same question has been sent to SA1 and SA2 also, maybe we could co-ordinate the reply together with SA2.

ETSI TISPAN is asking whether 3GPP IMS architecture and service development environment would allow for deployment of fixed line Supplementary Services or whether architectural and/or protocol changes are needed in the 3GPP IMS to achieve this deployment.

	
	3
	N1-041673
	Security aspects of early IMS systems
	SA3
	
	Noted.

SA3 have produced TR 33.878 on the security features for early IMS deployment. No architectural changes are foreseen, but the TR identifies deviations from the current stage 3 defined by the CN groups.

	
	3
	N1-041674
	LS on provision of configuration data to a UE
	SA3
	
	Noted.

SA3 replies to SA2 LS on configuration data that they have not identified any IMS related parameters that need to be provisioned. SA3 might identify parameters to be provisioned at a later stage.

	
	3
	N1-041675
	LS on Revisiting forwards compatibility towards TLS based access security
	SA3
	
	Noted.

SA3 have made changes to IMS naming definitions and ask SA1 and SA2 to confirm the new requirements. These naming rules do not need to be visible to the end-user, and consequently there will be no new requirements related to IMPUs, but IMPI and Home Network Domain Name are still affected. 

	
	3
	N1-041676
	LS on MBMS Security finalisation
	SA3
	
	CN1 reply is needed.

SA3 propose that the MBMS security work should be finalized between SA3 and SA4. If we agree to this, what would be the impact on the CN1 MBMS open item on security procedures?

	
	3
	N1-041682
	LS on MBMS Information Element coding
	RAN3
	
	Noted.

CC to CN1. RAN3 is asking from CN3 and SA2 whether MBMS Session duration IE needs to support values longer than a day and if an infinite value is needed.

	
	3
	N1-041683
	LS on "Anonymous subscriptions to Presence lists"
	SA1
	
	Noted.

This LS is SA1 reply to N1-041619. SA1 have decided to remove the requirement for the watcher to be able to request an anonymous watcher subscription.

	
	3
	N1-041684
	LS on Clarification of TMGI format
	SA1
	
	Noted.

CC to CN1. SA1 believes, that the number of realistic scenarios that should be supported by TMGI format may become fairly high and could exceed 64K which would be the limit for a 2-octet MBMS service-ID.

	
	3
	N1-041685
	LS on definition of RAT
	SA1
	
	CN1 reply is needed.

SA1 have defined RAT in 21.905 3GPP vocabulary document and request the other groups to confirm the definition. The definition of 3GPP RAT and non-3GPP RAT seems OK, as we probably haven’t used these. But is the definition of RAT aligned with 24.008 and 23.122?

	
	3
	N1-041686
	LS on 3GPP Cooperation with TISPAN for NGN Supplementary Services
	SA1
	
	Noted.

CC to CN1. SA1 acknowledges their task in defining the supplementary services for IMS, but requests TISPAN to be more specific and to identify which supplementary services are missing from IMS.

N1-041686 and N1-041689 are related.

	
	3
	N1-041687
	LS on Indication of selected CN operator in connected mode in Shared Networks
	SA2
	
	CN1 action may be needed?

SA2 have agreed a CR on handovers in shared network. They have made an architectural choice in which the selected PLMN will be transferred from the source RNC to the target MSC during the relocation preparation phase, so that the target MSC will indicate it to the target RNC via Relocation Request.  

The same should apply for the case when the UE has an ongoing PS connection when making a handover to a GWCN PS node.

Is there any related CR to this meeting?

	
	3
	N1-041688
	LS on MBMS service priority handling
	SA2
	
	Noted.

CC to CN1. SA2 is replying to RAN2 and GERAN2 on MBMS service priority handling. SA2 does not object the assumptions made in the LS S2-043040/R2-042270 and S2-043035/G2-04582.

	
	3
	N1-041689
	Reply LS on Cooperation on TISPAN NGN supplementary services
	SA2
	
	Noted.

SA2 kindly asks CN1 to take the lead on the SIP protocol related activities conjunction with IETF and TISPAN on the IMS related fixed line Supplementary Services within 3GPP.

N1-041686 and N1-041689 are related.

	
	3
	N1-041690
	LS on proposed work split 3GPP/3GPP2/OMA on Presence
	SA2
	
	Noted.

CC to CN1. SA2 answers the OMA PAG group LS and say that they intend to keep the maintenance responsibility of presence architecture document 23.141. There are no new Rel-7 work items in that area at the moment. This is assumed to be in line with the OMA PAG proposal and OMA is requested to bring any presence architecture work to SA2 in the future.

N1-041690 and N1-041691 are related.

	
	3
	N1-041691
	LS proposing work split 3GPP/3GPP2/OMA on Presence
	3GPP2
	
	Noted.

CC to CN1. 3GPP2 replies here to the same LS from OMA PAG as SA2 covers in N1-041690. 3GPP2 seems to agree the work split proposed by OMA PAG and identify the relevant 3GPP2 specifications or point to the existing IETF specifications.

N1-041690 and N1-041691 are related.

	
	
	
	
	
	
	

	
	
	
	
	
	
	

	
	
	
	
	
	
	

	
	
	
	
	
	
	

	
	
	
	
	
	
	

	4


	CN1 work plan

Friday 

19 Nov 2004
	
	
	
	
	

	
	
	
	TSGN plenary and WG meeting dates for 2004:

	
	
	
	Date
	Meeting
	Venue
	Host

	
	
	
	26 – 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

	
	
	
	30 Mar – 02 Apr 2004

· Any outstanding Rel-6 issues

· LSs in Rel-6 area

· CRs on frozen specs to be endorsed by CN1 #34
	CN1 #33bis
	Sophia Antipolis, France
	ETSI



	
	
	
	10-14 May 2004
	CN WGs 1, 2, 3 & 4 (#34)
	Croatia
	European Friends of 3GPP

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

	
	
	
	15 – 18 Jun 2004

· Rel-6 work items excluding agenda item 8.10, other Rel-6 WIs.

· Proposal to start with WLAN and Subscriber Certificates

· More strict filtering of incoming LSs
	CN1 #34bis
	Helsinki, Finland
	Nokia

	
	
	
	16 – 20 August
	CN WGs 1, 3 & 4 (#35)
	Sophia Antipolis, France
	ETSI

	
	
	
	8 - 10 Sep 2004   
	CN plenary #25
	Palm Springs, USA
	NA Friends of 3GPP

	
	
	
	15 - 19 Nov 2004


	CN WGs 1, 3 & 4 (#36)
	Seoul, Korea
	Samsung

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

	
	
	
	14 – 18 Feb 2005
	CN 1-3-4 (#37)
	Australia
	

	
	
	
	9 - 11 Mar 2005   
	CN plenary #27
	Tokyo, Japan
	

	
	
	
	25 – 29 Apr 2005
	CN 1-3-4 (#38)
	USA
	

	
	
	
	1 – 3 Jun 2005
	CN plenary #28
	Quebec, Canada
	

	
	
	
	15 – 19 Aug 2005
	CN 1-3-4 (#39)
	Host needed
	

	
	
	
	21 – 23 Sep 2005
	CN plenary #29
	EU
	

	
	
	
	31 Oct - 4 Nov 2005
	CN 1-3-4 (#40)
	EU
	

	
	
	
	30 Nov – 2 Dec 2005
	CN plenary #30
	Malta
	

	
	
	
	
	
	
	

	
	
	
	
	
	
	

	
	
	
	
	
	
	

	5


	Corrections to old releases 

Monday 

15 Nov 2004
	
	
	
	
	

	5.1
	Rel-4 and older

Monday

15 Nov 2004
	
	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

	
	
	
	
	
	
	

	
	
	
	
	
	
	

	
	
	
	
	
	
	

	
	Release 5


	
	
	
	
	

	6.1 
	Non-IMS Rel-5 corrections 

Monday

15 Nov 2004
	
	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

	
	
	
	
	
	
	

	
	
	
	
	
	
	

	
	
	
	
	
	
	

	6.2
	IMS Rel-5 

Corrections
Monday 

15 Nov 2004
	
	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

	
	
	
	
	
	
	

	
	
	
	
	
	
	

	
	
	
	
	
	
	

	
	Release 6 work items


	
	If some Rel-6 items can not be completed, then we need to report to plenary:

· Expected completion date

· What is missing (open items)

· Main questions and recommendations (keep it / drop it, dependencies)
	
	
	

	7.1
	Draft IMS specifications  and other documents for information

Tuesday

16 Nov 2004
	
	
	
	
	

	
	
	
	
	
	
	

	
	
	
	
	
	
	

	
	
	
	
	
	
	

	7.2
	Presence

Tuesday 

16 Nov 2004
	
	
	
	
	Open items in CN1 #35:

· Partial publication

· Throttling

· Possible loop with presence list within list
Are there any remaining open items to be reported to CN #26?

· 

	
	
	
	
	
	
	

	
	
	
	
	
	
	

	
	
	
	
	
	
	

	7.3
	MBMS (Multimedia Broadcast Multicast Services)

Tuesday 

16 Nov 2004
	
	
	
	
	Open items in CN1 #35:

· MBMS security procedures in 24.109

Are there any remaining open items to be reported to CN #26?

· 

	
	
	
	
	
	
	

	
	
	
	
	
	
	

	
	
	
	
	
	
	

	
	IMS phase 2


	
	
	
	
	This WI contains the following subtasks:

· Conferencing

· Messaging

· Additional SIP capabilities support

· Review of the additional SIP capabilities defined by IETF

	7.4.1
	Conferencing

Tuesday 

16 Nov 2004
	
	
	
	
	Open items in CN1 #35:

· Conference package (IETF)

· CPCP (IETF)

· Floor control (IETF)

Are there any remaining open items to be reported to CN #26?

· 

	
	
	
	
	
	
	

	
	
	
	
	
	
	

	
	
	
	
	
	
	

	7.4.2
	Messaging

Wednesday 

17 Nov 2004
	
	
	
	
	Open items in CN1 #35:

· MSRP (IETF dependency)

· SBLP in messaging (SA2 dependency)

· 24.229 generic SIP procedures that were detected during messaging work (CN1)
Are there any remaining open items to be reported to CN #26?

Do we send 24.247 for approval to CN #26?

· 

	
	
	
	
	
	
	

	
	
	
	
	
	
	

	
	
	
	
	
	
	

	7.4.3
	Extensions to SIP capabilities

Wednesday 

17 Nov 2004
	
	
	
	
	Open item in CN1 #35:

· Need to register the orig-parameter with IANA

Are there any remaining open items to be reported to CN #26?

· 

	
	
	
	
	
	
	

	
	
	
	
	
	
	

	
	
	
	
	
	
	

	7.4.4
	Followup of IETF development of new SIP & SDP capabilities

Wednesday 

17 Nov 2004
	
	
	
	
	No open items in CN1 #35
Are there any remaining open items to be reported to CN #26?



	
	
	
	
	
	
	

	
	
	
	
	
	
	

	
	
	
	
	
	
	

	7.5
	WLAN

Wednesday 

17 Nov 2004

After lunch break
	
	
	
	
	Open items in CN1 #35:

· None in scenario 2, but for 3 we still need:

· Error case handling (CN1)

· Subsequent tunnel setup (CN1)

· Timers (CN1)

· Use and definition of alternative NAI (SA2, CN1, CN4)

· PDG re-direction procedure

Are there any remaining open items to be reported to CN #26?

· 

	
	
	
	
	
	
	

	
	
	
	
	
	
	

	 
	
	
	
	
	
	

	7.6
	Subscriber Certificates

Thursday 

18 Nov 2004
	
	
	
	
	Open items in CN1 #35:

· Extension of the authentication proxy description

· Extension of XML schema
Are there any remaining open items to be reported to CN #26?

· 

	
	
	
	
	
	
	

	
	
	
	
	
	
	

	
	
	
	
	
	
	

	7.7
	Network sharing

Thursday 

18 Nov 2004
	
	
	
	
	Open items in CN1 #35:

· Cause value ranking

· LAI comparison (CN1, 24.008)

· LAI in LR procedure (CN1, 24.008)

Are there any remaining open items to be reported to CN #26?

· 

	
	
	
	
	
	
	

	
	
	
	
	
	
	

	
	
	
	
	
	
	

	7.8
	Other new 

Rel-6 issues

Thursday 

18 Nov 2004
	
	
	
	
	This agenda item is for new Rel-6 features that do not fall into any other Rel-6 WI category

	
	
	
	
	
	
	

	
	
	
	
	
	
	

	
	
	
	
	
	
	

	8
	Release 7

work items
	
	
	
	
	Rel-7 work items will have a lower priority in this meeting due to the expected freezing of Rel-6

	8.1
	IMS changes for NGN

Thursday 

18 Nov 2004
	
	
	
	
	

	
	
	
	
	
	
	

	
	
	
	
	
	
	

	
	
	
	
	
	
	

	8.2
	VGCS enhancements

Thursday

18 Nov 2004
	
	
	
	
	

	
	
	
	
	
	
	

	
	
	
	
	
	
	

	
	
	
	
	
	
	

	8.3
	Other Rel-7 work items

Thursday

18 Nov 2004
	
	
	
	
	

	
	
	
	
	
	
	

	
	
	
	
	
	
	

	
	
	
	
	
	
	

	
	
	
	
	
	
	

	9
	Output Liaison Statements

Friday 

19 Nov 2004
	
	
	
	
	

	
	
	
	
	
	
	

	
	
	
	
	
	
	

	
	
	
	
	
	
	

	10
	Late and misplaced documents

Friday 

19 Nov 2004 (time permitting)
	
	Late documents and documents which were submitted with erroneous or incomplete information 
	
	
	Priorisation within this category will be done during the meeting.

	
	
	
	
	
	
	

	
	
	
	
	
	
	

	
	
	
	
	
	
	

	11
	A.O.B.


	
	
	
	
	

	
	
	
	
	
	
	

	
	
	
	
	
	
	

	
	
	
	 
	
	
	

	12
	Closing

Friday 

19 Nov 2004 no later than 17:00
	
	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

	
	
	
	
	
	
	

	
	
	
	
	
	
	








10
9

