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	TDoc # N2-010
	Agenda item
	Title
	Source
	Discussion
	Conclusion

	
	
	Action points
	
	· 23,078 Drafts will be available 23.5. (except e-mail approval). 29.078 22.5. Comments by end of Tue 28.5. Deadline for plenary is Wed 29.5.

· 23.078 (final version) N2-020626 (clean version, no change bars)

· 29.078 N2-020627

· 23.278 N2-020628

· 23.278 goes to plenary.

· 29.278 goes to September plenary

· 
	· 

	
	
	CAMEL2 SDL files
	
	· Andrijana has checked the SDLs, a couple of mistakes found. SDLs for the next CN2 meeting.
	

	513
	
	
	
	Revise to next meeting
	

	540
	
	
	
	Revise to next meeting
	

	541
	
	
	
	Revise to next meeting
	

	450
	
	Replace 450 by a new one
	
	
	

	
	1
	Opening of the meeting & Agenda
	
	· 
	· 

	457
	1
	Agenda
	CN2 chairman
	· CAMEL4 split moved to Tuesday morning so that SA1 can handle it prior CN2.
	·  Approved

	
	2
	Tdoc list
	
	· 
	· 

	458
	2
	Allocation of documents to agenda item
	CN2 Chairman
	· 
	·  Noted

	
	3
	Reports
	
	· 
	· 

	459
	3
	CN2#23 Draft meeting report
	MCC
	· If approved, will become version 3.0.0
	· Approved

	
	4
	Input Liaison statements
	
	· 
	· 

	492
	4
	Liaison Statement on Immediate Service Termination
	CN4 (Vodafone)
	· CN4 proposes to specify IST also for 3G.
	·  Noted

	493
	4
	LS on availability of MS Radio Access Capability in for MS in Iu-Mode
	CN4 (Ericsson)
	· MSRadioAccessCapabilities are not available in Iu-PS interface, but it is not optional in the ASN.

· R99 correction is proposed by Ericsson. No 29.078 CR available yet. In Rel-5 29.078 imports this from 29.002 where it is optional. Shall be done in this meeting (Vodafone).

· Siemens wants to change R99.

· Rogier makes a CR for R99, tdoc 562.
	·  noted

	494
	4
	Liaison Statement on "IPv6 update of stage 3 specifications"
	CN3 (Ericsson&CISCO)
	· 
	·  noted

	531
	4
	Response to the LS on "IPv6 update of stage 3 specifications"
	SA2 (Ericsson)
	· 
	·  Noted

	
	5
	Work Item Management & miscellaneous
	
	· 
	· 

	
	
	IPR call
	
	· Reminder to Individuals Members and the persons making the technical proposals about their obligations under their respective Organizational Partners IPR Policy
· IPRs do not need to be declared at the WG meeting but should go to the respective organization.
	· 

	460
	5.2
	Latest version of the work plan
	MCC
	· 
	· noted 

	563
	5.2
	CN2 status report of CAMEL4
	CN2 chairman
	· 
	· noted

	461
	5.5
	Candidature for CN2 chairman position
	Nokia
	· 
	· Keijo  

	
	6.2
	CAMEL2 
	
	· 
	· 

	555
	6.2
	R97 03.78-CRA172 Corrections to Connect To Resource Procedures
	Vodafone
	· Can “answer received” decision change between 2 decision boxes?

· State names could be changed, now they are identical. Can  not be identical if distinct handling.

· According to Christian this is not a technical change, it just corrects SDL to be formally correct.
	·  Rejected

	556
	6.2
	R98 03.78-CRA173 Corrections to Connect To Resource Procedures
	Vodafone
	· 
	· Rejected 

	557
	7.5
	R99 23.078-CR405 Corrections to CTR and ETC Procedures
	Vodafone
	· Are there any technical changes involved? No, just to clarify.

· On page 8 Answer received twice. This is OK, but we can also state names.
	· Revised to 567

	567
	7.5
	R99 23.078-CR405 Corrections to CTR and ETC Procedures
	Vodafone
	· Revision of 557
	· Approved w/o presentation

	558
	7.5
	Rel-4 23.078-CR406 Corrections to CTR and ETC Procedures
	Vodafone
	· 
	·  Revised to 568

	568
	7.5
	Rel-4 23.078-CR406 Corrections to CTR and ETC Procedures
	Vodafone
	· Revision of 558
	·  Approved w/o presentation 

	
	7
	CAMEL3
	
	· 
	· 

	
	7.1
	CAMEL3 / miscellaneous
	
	· 
	· 

	584
	
	R99 23.078-CR Description of Specific CSI Withdraw IE
	Siemens
	· 
	· Postponed to next meeting

	
	
	
	
	· 
	· 

	
	7.2
	CAMEL3 / ATM&ATSI
	
	· 
	· 

	514
	7.2
	R99 23.078-CR397 Clarifications on ATM-req/ATM-ack
	Nokia
	· According to Veronique Notification-flag is not modified if other modifications fail. -> Remove task boxes “Set result := OK”.

· Page 10: Instead of RETURN there shall be JOIN to “next basic service”. Same for Call Barring, page 13.

· Page 15: Remove “C” since no “C” used any more.

· Use numbers for the labels in R99.
	·  Revised to 564

	564
	7.2
	R99 23.078-CR397 Clarifications on ATM-req/ATM-ack
	Nokia
	· revision of 514
	· Approved w/o presentation

	565
	7.2
	Rel-4 23.078-CR407 Clarifications on ATM-req/ATM-ack
	Nokia
	· 
	· Approved w/o presentation

	
	7.3
	CAMEL3 / GPRS
	
	· 
	· 

	462
	7.3
	Rel-5 23.078-CR Clarification of GPRS relationships
	Ericsson
	· Term GPRS session: what is meant? Ericsson believes it is A/D state model.

· Other CR deals the issue of generic arming of CRs. If generic EDP-R, that does not mean controlling relationship for session. Generically armed EDPs do not impact on PDP context relationships between EDPs, in section 6.2.2 after 2nd bullet.

· No more “/” in SDLs, against drafting rules.

· Sheet 5:  relationship shall not be terminated before ACR-GPRS. Rogier uses “or” or “+”.

· Christian (Alcatel) does not want to change this for R99, nor Rel-5. Ruth (Vodafone) agrees. Sumio (Siemens) also sceptic. Christian wants to solve dedicated issues, not big CRs. Ruth does not see this critical correction. FT does not want to change Rel-5 either.

· Rogier (Ericsson): This is a clarification, no technical change. Paulo support the CR. Georg supports the clarification for Rel-5.

· Unclear issues need to be tackled individually.
	·  Rejected.

	463
	7.3
	Rel-5 29.078-CR GPRS relationship rules for procedure descriptions
	Ericsson
	· Clarifications for PDPid should be in 23.078 IE chapters. Otherwise duplication and possible conflicts. 
This may help the CancelGPRS case.

· This change should be introduced in R99 also.
	·  CR#  rejected formally

· Revised to 463

	569
	7.3
	R99 23.078-CR408 Clarification of PDPid for GPRS control
	Ericsson
	· Result of 463

· The IE table is misleading and should be corrected.

· According to Ruth having 2 descriptions is confusing. And it should not be mandated that in scenario #2 PDP is not present. According to Rogier this is stated already.

· We could have scenario colums in the tables. Rogier does not want to have it for R99, good for Rel-5. Decision: one column.

· Add Subcategory, improve Consequences if not approved .
	·  Result of 463

· Only one column for “required” field in R99.

· Scenario2 issue of PDPDid left as it is (whether shall/may not be sent), subject for another CR

· Revised to 604

	604
	7.3
	R99 23.078-CR408 Clarification of PDPid for GPRS control
	Ericsson
	· Revision of 569

· ACR-GPRS should not repeat the operation name. OK to leave it.

· Delete #

· For scenario 2 we should say “No PDPid is necessary”. Lucent, Alcatel, FT supports the CR. 

· Consequences if not approved need an update.

· Could be incorporated to Rel-5 after plenary.

· “when used in scenario 1” is duplication.
	· The principle of scenario 1 usage of PDPid is according to this CR. I.e. if no PDPid present, then all reports and EDPs for for GPRS session and PDP contexts are disarmed.

· Revised to 619

	619
	7.3
	R99 23.078-CR408 Clarification of PDPid for GPRS control
	Ericsson
	· Revision of 604.
	· E-mail approval. Deadline for rejection Thursday May 23 23:59 CET.

	620
	7.3
	Rel-4 23.078-CR410 Clarification of PDPid for GPRS control
	Ericsson
	· Revision of 604.
	· E-mail approval. Deadline for rejection Thursday May 23 23:59 CET.

	464
	7.3
	Rel-5 23.078-CR Corrections to GPRS DP arming rules for scenario #1
	Ericsson
	· “all three modes of DP arming”? What is meant on page 5? EDP-R, EDP-N, transparent.

· Generic arming of DP PDP_Disconnection? Not clear in R99. would save some signalling. Originally generic arming was used as a replacement of TDP-R. Since generic arming does not create a controlling relationship for a PDPc even if EDP-R. Thus not useful.

· Vesa: R99 and Rel-5 shall be identical.

· Ruth: Depends how fast the revision is available for R99.
	·  Generic arming of DP PDP_Disconnection is not possible.

· Revised to 570

	570
	7.3
	R99 23.078-CR409 Corrections to GPRS DP arming rules for scenario #1
	Ericsson
	· Revision of 464
	· <after coffee break>

· Postponed to next meeting

	465
	7.3
	Rel-5 29.078-CR Corrections to GPRS DP arming rules for scenario #1
	Ericsson
	· Ruth does not see this essential, not for R99.
	· Rejected

	533
	7.3
	R99 23.078-CR403 Correction to handling when Delta is greater than received maximum threshold
	Vodafone
	· It’s a service design problem if delta time exceeds the treshold.

· What is “initialise”, same as setting to zero. Restart is should be OK.  We shall use the existing convention. “Start delta measurement…”

· When AC-GPRS duration < delta, then we may have to report ACR-GPRS( duration ). -> we send both reports. We could call the ACR-GPRS procedure from the AC-GPRS procedure.
	· Revised to 582 

	582
	7.3
	R99 23.078-CR403 Correction to handling when Delta is greater than received maximum threshold
	Vodafone
	· Revision of 533

· This CR does not send both reports if Delta is greater than limit.

· Michael says we should send both ACR-GPRS reports. Christian seems to support. Rogier supports. Paulo supports.

· Sumio supports the idea of one report.

· We shall call ACR-GPRS procedure to make sequence of tasks identical (both reports). Delta is cleared before output of ACR-GPRS. Than can be worked around.
	· Revision of 533

· SGSN shall send both ACR-GPRS operations (if pending) when the delta is greater than the threshold.

· Revised to 603

	603
	7.3
	R99 23.078-CR403 Correction to handling when Delta is greater than received maximum threshold
	Vodafone
	· Revision of 582

· Rogier proposes in AC-GPRS procedure check for delta counters. The store delta value to volume counter. Actually timer will expire anyway.

· Michael believes that no SDL change is needed, just a clarify that Delta is to be reported.

· Vc(PDPid) is currently internal, the setting of it is not shown.

· Vc pending/running?
	· Revised to next meeting

	534
	7.3
	Rel-4 23.078-CR404 Correction to handling when Delta is greater than received maximum threshold
	Vodafone
	· 
	·  Postponed 

	506
	7.3
	R99 23.078-CR400 Correction to handling when Delta is greater than received maximum threshold in an AC-GPRS
	Vodafone
	· 
	· withdrawn

	507
	7.3
	Rel-4 23.078-CR401 Correction to handling when Delta is greater than received maximum threshold in an AC-GPRS
	Vodafone
	· 
	· withdrawn

	520
	7.3
	R99 29.078-CR247 R99 29.078-CR Alignement 29.078 with 23.078 for CancelGPRS
	Alcatel
	· Related to Ericsson’s 463/569 also.

· Cover page does not clarify enough.
	· Revised to next meeting for Rel-5

	521
	7.3
	Rel-4 29.078-CR248 Rel-4 29.078-CR Alignement 29.078 with 23.078 for CancelGPRS
	Alcatel
	· 
	· withdrawn

	522
	7.3
	R99 23.078-CR402 SDL correction of  CancelGPRS
	Alcatel
	· Essential correction subcategory into cover page.

· A decision box  may be needed.

· We could have this part of Ericsson CR. We could refer to IE chapter.
	·  Will be part of 569

	562
	7.3
	R99 29.078-CR252 Correction of GPRS MS class
	Ericssion
	· See also tdoc 493 (LS from CN4)

· Subcategory “essential correction”

· In Rel-5 this is in 29.002, and optional.

· Any stage 2 change needed? It’s conditional, but sub-parameters are not marked there.
	· Approved

	586
	7.3
	Rel-4 29.078-CR253 Correction of GPRS MS class
	Ericssion
	· .
	· Approved w/o presentation

	
	7.4
	CAMEL3 / MO SMS
	
	· 
	· 

	
	
	
	
	· 
	· 

	
	7.5
	CAMEL3 / Call Related
	
	· 
	· 

	
	9
	Rel-4 / CAP-over-IP
	
	· 
	· 

	
	9.1
	CAMEL4 / Stage 1
	
	· 
	· 

	
	9.2
	CAMEL4 / Miscellaneous
	
	· 
	· 

	545
	9.2
	Draft 23.078 Rel-5
	Siemens/Rapporteur
	· 
	· Approved 

	525
	9.2
	Draft 29.078 V5.7.3
	Ericsson
	· 
	·  revised to 525

	583
	9.2
	Draft 29.078 V5.7.4
	Ericsson
	· revision of 525

· Do we keep editor’s notes? Will not be part of the official spec.

· Section -> subclause. Andrijana will check MCC rules. 21.801 table 1.

· Which notes are changes.

· Headers should not be Outline header. Some text parts have header style.
	· Approved for work basis. 

	513
	9.2
	CAMEL4 open issue list
	CN2 chairman
	· 
	·  Noted

· New version for the next meeting

	519
	9.2
	Rel-5 23.008-CR 23.008 CR for CAMEL phase4
	Alcatel
	· No N4 number yet.

· How this interacts with N2-020407, some changes are very similar.

· Why Service Key is changed to ServiceKey. Ruth does not agree. In the tables it’s one word. CN4 has recommended one word. For time being we have it as one word.

· Title needs improvement.

· Reason for change.

· MG-CSI descriptions one page 8 and 14 are inconsistent. Page 14 is the better one.

· 
	·  revised to 566

	566
	9.2
	Rel-5 23.008-CR051 Correction of errors introduced with the taken into account CAMEL phase 4
	Alcatel
	· N4-020701

· revision of 519

· 
	· CN4 approved.

	469
	9.2
	Rel-5 23.078-CR Clean-up and correction of Location Information tables
	Ericsson
	· Rogier wants to have Location Information in 23.078,  Vodafone disagrees.
	·  Withdrawn

	547
	9.2
	Rel-5 23.078-CR Location information for MF call
	Siemens
	· What is the location information used for in CF cases? For D-CSI/N-CSI case.

· How about GMSC ORLCF case? 

· VLR# is not always available.

· Is it available if internal ISUP is used.

· IDP MF colum is also for O-CSI.

· Nokia does not like this CR, Lucent, Alcatel and Ericsson neither.

· T-Mobil likes this. Paulo likes it. Vodafone likes it. 
	· Revised to next meeting 

	471
	9.2
	Rel-5 23.078-CR Refinement to the usage of "cause" for service triggering
	Ericsson
	· RouteSelectFailure cause can be internal cause.

· T_Busy and T_No_answer cause can be MAP cause value as well (ORLCF).

· Intention is to describe the case when ISUP cause is used.

· Shall we use term “MSC”. Seems to be OK.
	·  Revised to 587

	587
	9.2
	Rel-5 23.078-CR Refinement to the usage of "cause" for service triggering
	Ericsson
	· Revision of 471

· Separate sentences, one for ISUP, one for MAP.
	· Revised to 621

	621
	9.2
	Rel-5 23.078-CR Refinement to the usage of "cause" for service triggering
	Ericsson
	· Revision of 587.
	· Approved w/o presentation

	472
	9.2
	Rel-5 29.078-CR Clean-up of section 10
	Ericsson
	· assistingSSF should not be listed. We can leave it in. We check the listing.

· AssistingSSP is in many places, replace by assisgtinggsmSSF
	· Revised to 588 

	588
	9.2
	Rel-5 29.078-CR Clean-up of section 10
	Ericsson
	· Revision of 472
	·  Approved w/o presentation

	473
	9.2
	Rel-5 29.078-CR Correction to CAP V4 AC version
	Ericsson
	· 
	·  Withdrawn

	474
	9.2
	Rel-5 29.078-CR Clarification on the marking of OPTIONAL and MANDATORY for parameters in CAP
	Ericsson
	· How about MAP ASN? Remove word “CAP”.
	·  Revised to 589

	589
	9.2
	Rel-5 29.078-CR Clarification on the marking of OPTIONAL and MANDATORY for parameters in CAP
	Ericsson
	· revision of 474
	· Approved w/o presentation 

	502
	9.2
	Rel-5 23.078-CR Removal of references to GSM
	Vodafone 
	· Wrong text style in tables.

· CS -> Circuit Switched. No.

· Forwarding Destination Number description is impacted due to GSMForwardingPending -> CallForwardingSSPending name change.

· CS subscriber -> subscriber

· CS functionality -> functionality.

· CallForwarded parameter, we keep word “appropriate”.

· Forwarding Criterion: shall we add call deflection? Yes.
	·  Revised to 609

	609
	9.2
	Rel-5 23.078-CR Removal of references to GSM
	Vodafone 
	· revision of 502
	· Approved w/o presentation 

	503
	9.2
	Rel-5 29.078-CR Removal of references to GSM
	Vodafone 
	· 
	·  Approved

	504
	9.2
	Rel-5 23.078-CR IMEI (with software version) replaces IMEISV
	Vodafone 
	· 23.018 has always “IMEI (with software version)”, not IMEISV.
	· Approved 

	505
	9.2
	Rel-5 29.078-CR Protocol definition for control of MO-SMS in CAMEL phase 4
	Vodafone
	· N4-020723

· Introduces object identifiers.

· Object identifiers are used internally during ASN compiler.

· Would we use parameters from R99 or Rel-5, if we import AC version. Yes. For IMEISV we should use Rel-5 version. Christian says Rel-5 datatypes would be used.

· AC version increased off-line. In the next version.
	· Rel-5 CAP is self-contained, i.e. no references to R99 spec. 

	601
	9.2
	Rel-5 29.078-CR Protocol definition for control of MO-SMS in CAMEL phase 4
	Vodafone
	· Revision of 505

· We should introduce a new one for CAPv3, not the other way around.

· Gprs shall not be changed to CAPv4.
	· Revised to 622

	622
	9.2
	Rel-5 29.078-CR Protocol definition for control of MO-SMS in CAMEL phase 4
	Vodafone
	· Revision of 601
	· E-mail approval,

· Available on Monday 20.5.

· Deadline for is Thursday 23.5. 23:59 CET

	482
	9.7
	Rel-5 29.078-CR Handling and specification of MO-SMS in CAMEL Phase 4.
	Alcatel
	· N4-020724

· Imports from R99. Would require to have R99 spec in normative references.
	·  Withdrawn

	508
	9.2
	Rel-5 23.078-CR Requesting the MS classmark
	Vodafone
	· This was changed in CN4. So we align 23.078 to MAP.

· A wording change: “MS classmark of the requested domain”. Something like that… Also in the description section.

· IMEI & software wording also aligned. Sumio may change the other occurances.
	· Revised to 610

	610
	9.2
	Rel-5 23.078-CR Requesting the MS classmark
	Vodafone
	· Revision of 508
	· Approved w/o presentation

	509
	9.2
	Rel-5 23.078-CR Change of "CAP" to "Int" in gsmSSF processes
	Vodafone
	· On page 26 CAP_Apply_Charging_Report shall be changed also.

· 
	· Revised to 611 

	611
	9.2
	Rel-5 23.078-CR Change of "CAP" to "Int" in gsmSSF processes
	Vodafone
	· Revision of 509

· 
	· Approved w/o presentation 

	526
	9.2
	Rel-5 23.078-CR Handling of e-parameters for VT calls
	Ericsson
	· 
	· Approved

	530
	9.2
	Rel-5 29.078-CR Inclusion of "CS Id" in Connect To Resource
	Ericsson
	· For the assistingGsmSSF there is no CS.

· According to Vesa through connection is only for the calling party. -> Cancel the change. SII2 is used to generate ANM to the calling party. There is not always a calling party.

· One choice for resourceAddress is Csid. Christian sees tag50 also OK.

· For “none” consitent wording needed.
	·  Revised to 612

	612
	9.2
	Rel-5 29.078-CR Inclusion of "CS Id" in Connect To Resource
	Ericsson
	· revision of 530
	· Approved w/o presentation

	535
	9.2
	Rel-5 23.078-CR Use of * and - in SDLs
	Vodafone
	· 
	· Approved

	546
	9.2
	Rel-5 23.078-CR Clarification of each call case in information flows
	Siemens
	· 
	·  Revised to 608

	608
	9.2
	Rel-5 23.078-CR Clarification of each call case in information flows
	Siemens
	· revision of 546 (before presentation)

· Also MO includes all listed CSIs.

· A bulleted list is better.
	·  Revised to next meeting

	548
	9.2
	Rel-5 23.078-CR Additional signal (Release) from the destination exchange
	Siemens
	· Getting Int_O_Disconnect in O_Abandon? SAVE could be better.

· Clarify where the Release is coming from.
	· Rejected

	527
	9.2
	Rel-5 29.078-CR Inclusion of abbreviations of CAP operations and ISUP Messages
	Ericsson
	· late
	·  Postponed to next meeting

	528
	9.2
	Rel-5 23.078-CR Clarification of Logical Record
	Ericsson
	· late
	·  Postponed to next meeting

	529
	9.2
	Rel-5 29.078-CR Correction to ERB pre-conditions
	Ericsson
	· late
	·  Postponed to next meeting

	571
	9.2
	Rel-5 23.078-CRXXX CAMEL4 CSIs in ATSI operation
	Nokia
	· Must replace tdoc 450 of Helsinki
	· Approved, 

· Cancels approval of 450

	585
	9.2.
	Rel-5 ASN.1 updates in the 29.078 specification
	France Telecom
	· No N4 number

· Late

· We shall use dated references. Update references when 2000 version becomes available. If ITU makes a backward incompatible spec, they use a different spec number. Decision: We use undated references.

· Base version old, Rogier says that is no problem.

· Cover page needs improvement.

· CCITT/ITU is defined in X.660

· X.681 is not referenced but indirectly used. We leave them, needed for ASN compiler.
	· Revised 600

· 

	600
	9.2.
	Rel-5 ASN.1 updates in the 29.078 specification
	France Telecom
	· revision of 585
	· Approved w/o presentation

	
	9.3
	CAMEL4 / Optimal Routeing
	
	· 
	· 

	
	
	
	
	· 
	· 

	
	9.4
	CAMEL4 / Call Party Handling
	
	· 
	· 

	495
	9.4
	CPH: Open Issues & Decisions
	Vodafone
	· 
	·  Revised to 590

	590
	9.4
	CPH: Open Issues & Decisions
	Vodafone
	· revision of 495
	·  Noted

	479
	9.4
	Rel-5 29.078-CR Use of Disconnect Leg procedure.
	Alcatel
	· When a call is active? When the call has received an answer.

· We could refer to Stage 2 when a leg is released. 
	· -> this CR shall not specify when possible. 

· Revised to 591

	591
	9.4
	Rel-5 29.078-CR Use of Disconnect Leg procedure.
	Alcatel
	· Revision of 479
	· Approved w/o presentation.

	496
	9.4
	Rel-5 29.078-CR Use of Split Leg to create CSID1
	Vodafone
	· The proposal is based on assumption that IntitialCS is CSID1. Could be in definitions, Ruth will check that. “The initial CS is the source CS or Target CS”. Target CS may need a clarification.

· MoveLeg does not create a new CS, therefore can not be used for this purpose.

· “new associated Call Segment” shall use the same term.

· Bullet 4 precondition will be deleted.
	·  Revised to 592

	592
	9.4
	Rel-5 29.078-CR Use of Split Leg to create CSID1
	Vodafone
	· Revision of 496

· 
	· Approved w/o presentation

	577
	9.4
	Rel-5 23.078-CRXXX ORLCF handling for calls with ICA( MSRN )
	Nokia
	· Was not available before the meetiing 
· reviaion of 398
· Summary of change is about “HLR”

· According to Ruth SCP does not try to ORLCF since “OR capability” in 4.6.14.1
	· Withdrawn

	480
	9.4
	Rel-5 23.078-CR Playing of Warning Tones
	Alcatel
	· Why parameter is mandatory in ACR? What if there is no Tone to be played? “Then no tone played”.

· Does this also identify the leg to be cleared if Tcp expires? According to proposal answer is “no”.

· What happens if the tone-party is in different CS than the one indicated by the LegID? We could send signal via CSA.

· Tone is played to entire CS (PlayTone).

· Currently the value is not checked, do we check it now? Chritian says “no”.

· This parameter has been a transparent parameter since CAMEL2. Ruth does not like the idea. Neither Rogier. 

· Alcatel proposes to

· Keep PartyToCharge unchanged

· LegID unchanged

· New parameter to indicate the tone party.

· Vesa: That would break to operation to concern two parties at the same time.
	·  Postponed to next meeting.

	481
	9.4
	Rel-5 29.078-CR Playing of Warning Tones
	Alcatel
	· 
	·  Postponed to next meeting

	483
	9.4
	Rel-5 23.078-CR Clarification of "primary" and "secondary" dialogues.
	Alcatel
	· Do we indicate this in IDP, whether a dialogue is a primary one? No.

· Shall the secondary become primary is the current primary one is closed? Enhanced Dialled services is not supported -> not likely.

· Ruth would like to talk about CSIs and DPs.
	·  Revised to 616

	616
	9.4
	Rel-5 23.078-CR Clarification of "primary" and "secondary" dialogues.
	Alcatel
	· revision of 483

· Isn’t VT case always a primary dialogue? Yes. Add the VT TDPs into Note1.

· Consistent use of “TDP” before DP name.
	·  Revised to 623

	623
	9.4
	Rel-5 23.078-CR Clarification of "primary" and "secondary" dialogues.
	Alcatel
	· revision of 616
	·  Approved w/o presentation

	497
	9.4
	Rel-5 23.078-CR Initiate Call Attempt cannot create Leg ID 1
	Vodafone
	· Cancel the change in SDL, no need to mandate change.

· Is a change needed in 29.078 clause 4.1.5.2? 
	·  Revised to 615

	615
	9.4
	Rel-5 23.078-CR Initiate Call Attempt cannot create Leg ID 1
	Vodafone
	· revision of 497
	· Approved w/o presentation

	498
	9.4
	Rel-5 23.078-CR Use of Release Call and Release Call Segment in gsmSSF processes
	Vodafone
	· 
	·  Postponed to next meeting

	499
	9.4
	Rel-5 23.078-CR Corrections to Reconnect procedures
	Vodafone
	· CAMEL_OCH_RECONNECT_MSC does not handle results of CAMEL_EXPORT_LEG_MSC.

· Same page, remove “Modify Call parameters ” task box. Applies to all procedures.
	· Revised to 617 

	617
	9.4
	Rel-5 23.078-CR Corrections to Reconnect procedures
	Vodafone
	· Revision of 499
	· Approved w/o presentation

	501
	9.4
	Rel-5 23.078-CR Removal of DP_MidCall state from CAMEL_EXPORT_LEG_MSC
	Vodafone
	· 
	·  Postponed to next meeting

	510
	9.4
	Rel-5 23.078-CR FtN in Perform Call Forwarding ack
	Vodafone
	· 
	·  Postponed to next meeting

	511
	9.4
	Rel-5 23.078-CR Move Leg not allowed before Active phase of "normal" A-B call
	Vodafone
	· According to Christian the legStatus is known by CSA. That could be utilized. Something CSA-centric could be done.
	· Revised to next meeting. 

	536
	9.4
	Rel-5 29.078-CR Removal of "Note that" in descriptions of CPH operations
	Vodafone
	· 
	·  Postponed to next meeting

	537
	9.4
	Rel-5 23.078-CR Introduction of CPH definitions
	Vodafone
	· 
	·  Postponed to next meeting

	538
	9.4
	Rel-5 23.078-CR Change Of Position DP and CPH
	Vodafone
	· Tries to correct problem of separate process. The separate process does not know the CS to send the reports to.
	·  Approved

	540
	9.4
	Rel-5 23.078-CR CPH clarification on overall SDL architecture
	Nokia
	· #4: We have only one leg in ICA call. 2 legs in normal call, (unless disconnected, otherwise just one) in ICA call only one leg in BCSM.

· When in active phase split, then they are in different BCSMs. SplitLeg therefore creates a new BCSM. They are split at alerting phase (separate procedures per leg). Then MoveLeg: They do not join into same BCSM. Christian disagrees with Ruth. 

· Would be useful to discuss SDL procedures, not BCSMs. (When legs moved, they take their properties with them (DPs, reports).

· If alerting pahse splits the processes, still 2 AC/ACR per a basic call.

· Veronique does not like principles 3-5, 1,2&6 are OK.
	·  Revised to next meeting.

	541
	9.4
	Rel-5 23.078-CR Only one AC/ACR per BCSM
	Nokia
	· How many BCSMs we have in each case.
	· Revised to next meeting 

	549
	9.4
	Rel-5 23.078-CR Application_Begin sent to CS_gsmSSF by CSA_gsmSSF
	Siemens
	· Since ICA comes in TC-BEGIN why we need a timer? Internal error. Timer was never stopped.

· Siemens is not proposing TC-BEGIN empty followed by TC-CONTINUE including ICA.
	·  Revised to 618

	618
	9.4
	Rel-5 23.078-CR Application_Begin sent to CS_gsmSSF by CSA_gsmSSF
	Siemens
	· Revision of 549
	· Approved w/o presentation

	559
	9.4
	Rel-5 23.078-CR Introduction of Int_Error at MidCall DP
	Vodafone
	· Page 52/53 is a incorrect copy. Sheet 7 shall be there.

· Cross out 52, 53 is the correct new one, 54 cancel the change. Sumio handles off-lne.
	·  Approved, Sumio to correct off-line.

	560
	9.4
	Rel-5 23.078-CR Inclusion of Continue With Argment in SDLs
	Vodafone 
	· Is modifyOfParameters added.
	·  Approved

	561
	9.4
	Rel-5 23.078-CR Move Leg and Split Leg Negative Response
	Vodafone 
	· Christian would like to check the situation in CSA.

· On page 6 a different message than in other places. 

· SCP should know already that UI is ongoing. PlayAnnouncement has a parameter to know when UI is ended. In ETC case SCP does not know if assistingSSF releases. 

· TaskRefused could be described in 29.078 (this case not included currently). Stage 3 CR to Next meeting.

· Information Flows should not be changed.

· 23.018 lists the error cases in which the error is in the SDL. Christian and Vesa don’t want to have then for CAP.

· CAP_Error should be used in SDLs, the error cause in paranthesis.

· State name could be improved,
	·  We should reflect this case in the SDLs.

· Revised to 624

	624
	9.4
	Rel-5 23.078-CR Move Leg and Split Leg Negative Response
	Vodafone 
	· Revision of 561
	· E-mail approval,

· Sent on Monday,

· Deadline for comments is Thu 23.5. 23:59 CET

	598
	
	Rel-5 23.078-CR Change “Initial Call Segment” to CSID1
	Vodafone
	· late
	· Postponed to next meeting

	599
	
	Rel-5 29.078-CR Change “Initial Call Segment” to CSID1
	Vodafone
	· late
	· Postponed to next meeting

	554
	9.4
	Rel-5 29.078-CR Introduction of Call Segment ID for ConnectToResource
	Ericsson
	· late
	·  Postponed to next meeting

	
	9.5
	CAMEL4 / DTMF Mid-call DP
	
	· 
	· 

	512
	9.5
	Rel-5 23.078-CR Contents of CWA at MidCall DP
	Vodafone
	· Ericsson and Alcatel are sceptical about the change. Change of SII2 after call setup phase is complicated.

· The task boxes should be removed that modify SII2. -> next CN2 meeting
	· CWA can not change call parameter at MidCall DP. 

· Revised to next meeting

	
	9.6
	CAMEL4 / IMS
	
	· 
	· 

	484
	9.6
	Rel-5 23.278-CR Draft 23.278
	Lucent Technologies
	· late
	· Withdrawn

	485
	9.6
	Rel-5 23.278-CR Si Interface Information Flows for MAP ATSI
	Lucent & MMO2
	· N4-020654

· CN4 has decided to use MAP and ATSI. There was an issue of MAP segmentation.

· All-IM-CSI stuff is still here although joint discussions changed the principle -> .
	·  Postponed until joint meeting. (If no comments then will be approved)

· Revised to 580

	580
	9.6
	Rel-5 23.278-CR Si Interface Information Flows for MAP ATSI
	Lucent & MMO2
	· .

· 
	·  CN2 approved w/o presentation

	553
	9.6
	Rel-5 23.278-CR Subscriber data management in IMS
	Siemens
	· Information flows: 23.078 has HLR, in 23.278 the flow is different. We could have specific reference clause numbers of 23.078 here.

· Subclause 10.1 is also duplication. Chapter 10.1 is to be replaced by reference to 23.078 chapter.

· 10.2.3 is also duplication.

· Siemens: SCP may also want to interrogate IMS CAMEL data. Therefore per CSI interrogation may be better. Christian wants to have either all CSIs at once, or mutually exclusive one at the time. One at a time enquiry simplifies HLR SDLs. Michael favours that one ATSI interrogates all of them at once. 

· T-IM-CSI shall be D-IM-CSI.

· What about mapping of 3 MAP operations into single TC-BEGIN?
	· Sent to joint meeting with 4 comments.

· CSIs are interrogated one-by-one.

· Revised to 572

	572
	9.6
	Rel-5 23.278-CR Subscriber data management in IMS
	Siemens
	· N4-020720

· Revision of 553

· Reference to HLR shall be clarified, in IMS it is HSS.
	· revised to 579

	579
	9.6
	Rel-5 23.278-CR Subscriber data management in IMS
	Siemens
	· No N4 number

· Revision of 572

· Reference to HLR shall be clarified, in IMS it is HSS.
	· Approved w/o presentation

	515
	9.6
	 R5 CR29.002 for Support of MAP Si interface (N4-020523 & N4-020576)
	Lucent Technologies
	· CN4 CR#415r1

· This is the version after CN4, 516 has been revised by Lucent off-line
	· Revised to 516

	516
	9.6
	R5 CR29.002 for support of MAP Si interface 
	Lucent & MMO2
	· N4-020577

· CN4 CR#415r2

· ASN comment on page 9 is not needed it’s explained other places.

· Reason for change gives the impression that notification is sent also if SCF is not one the list.

· GsmSCF shall not have “-“, page 7 8.11.3.3

· Wrong fonts used some places 8.11.5.3.

· Minimum length is 1 octet for MSISDN. HLR always has it. Mandatory parameter in ASN NoteSubscriberDataModifiedArg.

· Why CSI withdraw is here, it’s should be here. 

· ATSI-ack has CAMELsubscriptionInfo has SpecificCSIDeletedList. Yes, but 23.078 does not specify the use of them. It’s ised in NSDC operation.

· IMS-SSF shall emulate gsmSCF (subsystem number). 23.003 needs an update.

· Parameter name should be same in Stage 2 and Stage 3. We use gsmSSFaddress.
	· Sent to joint meeting with comments.

· Revised to N4-020696 / N2-020578. CN4 handles the document further on.

	517
	9.6
	R5 CR29.002 for IMS-CAMEL ATM
	Lucent & MMO2
	· N4-020578

· CN4 CR#443

· Cover page has the purpose described the wrong way around.

· Tag values need a change.
	· Sent to joint meeting (no CN2 comments raised)

· CN4 revised to N4-020697. No CN2 number.

· CN4 will handle revision. CN4 approved it.

	486
	9.6
	Rel-5 23.278-CR IM-SSF Notification of HSS Update of CSI
	Lucent & MMO2
	· N4-020655

· Also IMS would use the common gsmSCFaddress list. -> if you modify SMS-CSI, IMS-SSF may be notified. -> last sentence on page 3 misleading.

· Do we need to remember if data has been to sent to IMS-SSF? Yes, concluded so in Helsinki. Conclusion: To avoid notifications if not registered. GsmSCFaddressList is updated dynamically. -> 1st bullet of page4 is not needed.

· The word “basically” to be removed on page 4 (is misleading). 

· Page 2, MSISDN shall be conditional, since sent if available. MSISDN is mandatory in ASN. Shall be described here other way, when not available, then dummy MSISDN.

· Section numbers shall be in numbering order.

· All-IM-CSI stuff
· 
	·  Sent to joint meeting with 4 comments.

· Revised to 581

	581
	9.6
	Rel-5 23.278-CR IM-SSF Notification of HSS Update of CSI
	Lucent & MMO2
	· revision of 486
	·  Approved w/o presentation

	487
	9.6
	Rel-5 23.278-CR Correction of SDLs for CAMEL_IMCN_Register/Deregister
	Lucent & MMO2
	· N4-020656

· Deregister: is filtering criteria removed also?

· SDT files shall be included. Will be in the server with SDT files.
	·  Sent to joint meeting, no CN2 comments.

· CN2 approved.

	488
	9.6
	Rel-5 23.278-CR Various (misc) corrections/modifications to TS 23.278
	Lucent Technologies
	· Was postponed from previous meeting
	·  Postponed to next meeting

	489
	9.6
	Rel-5 29.278-CR CAP Stage 3 Specification for CAMEL/IMS
	Lucent Technologies
	· Was postponed from previous meeting

· Lucent proposes to use CAPv3, based on R99 29.078.  Vodafone, Nokia supports. 

· To import data from 29.078. A new application context is proposed. Ericsson supports, since different parameters and operations.

· A new document 29.278 is proposed by Lucent.

· CN4 could be asked about the imports. 

· R99 datatypes, operations, modules are imported from R99 29.078 and 29.002.
	·  CAPv3 is used for IMS.

· A separate Application context name is used.

· 29.278 is the stage 3 spec.

· 29.278 goes to September plenary.
· 23.278 goes to plenary for approval, indicate that 29.278 not yet available, MAP changes have been completed.
· Noted

	490
	9.6
	Rel-5 23.278-CR CAP Information Flows for CAMEL/IMS 
	Lucent Technologies
	· Is SCI needed? We take out for time being.

· 
	· Revised to next meeting 

	491
	9.6
	Rel-5 23.278-CR CAMEL SDL procedures for MT for unregistered subscriber 
	Lucent & MMO2
	· N4-020657
	·  CN4 noted, CN2 handles further.

· Postponed to next meeting

	532
	9.6
	Rel-5 23.278-CR Corrections to SDL Process gsmSSF
	Lucent Technologies
	· 
	·  Postponed to next meeting

	
	9.7
	CAMEL4 / MT SMS
	
	·  
	· 

	466
	9.7
	Rel-5 23.078-CR Introduction of Called Party Number for InitialDPSMS for MT-SMS
	Ericsson
	· Tdoc 482 contradicts with this CR.

· Alcatel also approved the principal.

· The last change corrects the VLR-MSC interface.
	·  Approved

	467
	9.7
	Rel-5 29.078-CR Introduction of Called Party Number for InitialDPSMS for MT-SMS
	Ericsson
	· In MAP ellipsis has been moved to the end of the list when AC version is increased.

· MSISDN is in CalledPartyNumber, already in stage 2.
	·  Revised to 593

	593
	9.7
	Rel-5 29.078-CR Introduction of Called Party Number for InitialDPSMS for MT-SMS
	Ericsson
	· Revision of 467
	· Approved w/o presentation.

	523
	9.7
	Rel-5 23.078-CR Correction of Cg Party Number for InitialDPSMS
	Alcatel
	· For the MT SMS the description is not OK “This IE contains the address of the submitter.”
	· Revised to 613

	613
	9.7
	Rel-5 23.078-CR Correction of Cg Party Number for InitialDPSMS
	Alcatel
	· Revision of 523
	· Approved w/o presentation

	524
	9.7
	Rel-5 29.078-CR Correction of Cg Party Number & destination number for InitialDPSMS
	Alcatel
	· Another CR has revised the wording of DestinationSubscriberNumber in 593. That shall be used for base text.
	·  Revised to 614

	614
	9.7
	Rel-5 29.078-CR Correction of Cg Party Number & destination number for InitialDPSMS
	Alcatel
	· revision of 524
	· Approved w/o presentation

	
	9.8
	CAMEL4 / Flexible tone
	
	· 
	· 

	470
	9.8
	Rel-5 23.078-CR Correction to section on "Audible indicators for call duration control"
	Ericsson
	· There should be a separate section for fixed tone and variable tone.
	· Revised to 595 

	595
	9.8
	Rel-5 23.078-CR Correction to section on "Audible indicators for call duration control"
	Ericsson
	· Revision of 470
	· Approved w/o presentation 

	
	9.9
	CAMEL4 / Charging Notification
	
	· 
	· 

	
	
	
	
	· Siemens does not clearly indicate whether they want to remove it. Siemens wants to have a loose specification. Paulo does not agree.

· Do we have active support?

· LS to SA1:

· No active support

· Open issues.

· Siemens CR.
	· 

	596
	9.9
	LS to SA1: Removal of Charging Notification from CAMEL4
	Siemens
	· Rewording needed. “CN2 recommends”

· Replace “The CN2” by “CN2”.

· Delete the sentence about loose specification.

· September is misspelled.

· State that CN2 will remove 23.078 and 29.078 if SA1 approves the CR.
	· Revised to 605

	605
	9.9
	LS to SA1: Removal of Charging Notification from CAMEL4
	Siemens
	· Revision of 596
	· Approved w/o presentation

	597
	9.9
	22.078-CR: Removal of Charging Notification from CAMEL4
	Siemens
	· Any chapter after deleted clauses? If yes, then change the title as “spare”.

· Spec version? 5.6.0

· Core network box must be crossed? 

· The cover page shall not refer to enhanced dialled services.
	· Endorsed by CN2.

	500
	9.9
	Open Issues on Charging Notifications
	CN2 Vice Chairman
	· 
	·  CN2 recommends to remove charging notification from CAMEL4.

· Noted

	542
	9.9
	Charging Notification principles
	Nokia
	· 
	·  withdrawn

	543
	9.9
	Rel-5  23.018-CR Charging Notification for MO call for Basic Call Handling
	Nokia
	· 
	·  withdrawn

	544
	9.9
	Rel-5  23.078-CR Charging Notification for MO call, CAMEL Stage 2
	Nokia
	· 
	·  withdrawn

	550
	9.9
	Rel-5 23.078-CR Charging Notification: Happiness for All
	Siemens
	· 
	·  Rejected

	551
	9.9
	Rel-5 29.078-CR Charging Notification: Happiness for All
	Siemens
	· 
	·  Rejected

	
	9.10
	CAMEL4 / Dialled Services
	
	· 
	· 

	
	9.11
	CAMEL4 / Cd party location
	
	· 
	· 

	
	9.12
	CAMEL4 / GPRS Mobility Management
	
	· 
	· 

	518
	9.12
	Rel-5 29.002-CR Rel-5 29.002-CR Addition of Location Information GPRS to Note MM Event operation
	Nokia
	· N4-020623

· Some table may need an update.

· Work item code could be just CAMEL4.
	·  CN4 approved

	
	9.13
	CAMEL4 / ODB in HLR-SCP interface
	
	
	· 

	
	9.14
	CAMEL4 / Location Information during ongoing call
	
	· 
	· 

	468
	9.14
	Rel-5 23.078-CR Correction to Hand-over notification
	Ericsson
	· 3G does report SAC change. 

· In 2G we would report every cell change according to CR. T-Mobil finds this acceptable. (Working assumption). Service requirement is unclear.

· Is this applicable for CF? Not for CF case.

· On page 6 there should be only for MO, remove VT.
	·  Revised to 607

	607
	9.14
	Rel-5 23.078-CR Correction to Hand-over notification
	Ericsson
	· Revision of 468
	·  Approved w/o presentation

	552
	9.14
	Rel-5 23.078-CR Handover trigger in the idle state in CS_gsmSSF
	Siemens
	· 
	·  Approved

	
	9.15
	CAMEL4 / GPRS AnyTimeInterrogation
	
	· 
	· 

	
	9.16
	CAMEL4 / Functional Split into subsets
	
	· 
	· 

	475
	9.16
	Rel-5 23.078-CR Splitting of CAMEL phase 4
	Alcatel
	· 
	· revised to 539

	539
	9.16
	Rel-5 23.078-CR Splitting of CAMEL phase 4
	Alcatel
	· revision of 475

· Vodafone does not agree that CPH is a subset. SA1 CR was not on the SA1_CAMEL list. Ruth wants to see the SA1 CR.

· This CR does not have CPH as a separate subset.

· Sumio proposes a reference to 22.078 instead of listing all subclauses in 23.078.

· ICA-ack: SupportedCAMELphases: not necessarily needed but does not hurt either. Similar to IDP. Rogier also wants to have it.

· ICA-ack: SuuportedCAMEL4subsets: Should always return same values. Linked to CAMELphases. Ruth+Keijo. Rogier wants to report all subsets supported.

· CAMEL_Provide_Subscriber_Info: Does HLR need to check SGSN supported? Yes, SCP does not know it.

· UE stands for UserError. We could replace “UE” by “Result”. Christian seems to agree.

· Section 1.1.1. “CS Call Handling” why it has USSD, MM notification etc? Anything CAMEL4 support means support of CAMEL3. 

· If any CAMEL4 subset is supported then CAMEL3 must be supported.

· Section 1.1. name is not a good one.

· References to gsmSCF shal be removed according to Sumio. Agreed.

· Reword section 1.1.6 name.

· 4.6: ENC statement is not needed, since not sent spontaneously by the MSC.

· RNC: replace MSC-> gsmSSF.

· Why we need section 6.5.4?

· UpdateGPRSLocation of section 6.6.4.2.1 stuff belongs to MG-CSI and MT-SMS sections.

· In section 1 it is not OK to mention clause numbers. Mention functional subsets. Georg and Ruth like the numbers.

· A chart would be more clear than textual explanation.

· 4.5.10: Better to enhance existing sentence about HLR function than ad a new one. 
	· ICA-ack includes SupportedCAMELphases parameter.

· ICA-ack includes all supported subsets that are supported.

· ICA-ack contains same parameters for NC and NP cases.

· IDP operation includes SupportedCAMELphases and SupportedCAMEL4Subsets parameters.

· Revised to 574

	574
	9.16
	Rel-5 23.078-CR Splitting of CAMEL phase 4
	Alcatel
	· N4-020722

· revision of 539

·  When to use M and when S in information flows.

· SS notification may have to be removed from CS call handling. -> removed.

· The is no need for “if” in IDP.

· The 2 parameters shall have in each IE flow same status value.

· Shall be “M” where SupportedCAMELPhases is a new parameter. No condition explained.

· Replace “defined by” by “specified in”. No. “Contains functionality”. Offline. 
	· Revised to 606

	606
	9.16
	Rel-5 23.078-CR Splitting of CAMEL phase 4
	Alcatel
	· Revision of 539
	· Approved w/o presentation

	573
	9.16
	Rel-5 22.078-CR <>
	T-Mobil
	· 
	· revised to 602

	602
	9.16
	Rel-5 22.078-CR Functional subsets of CAMEL phase 4
	T-Mobil
	· revision of 573

· Majority of CN2? Lucent, T-Mobil, Siemens, FT, Alcatel in favour. Vodafone, Ericsson, Nokia are against.

· Benefits compared to other proposal? Unclear.

· We need to specify CPG operations and use of parameters anyway, regardless which way we define it. This proposal goes beyond CSI level.
	· Noted.

	476
	9.16
	Rel-5 29.002-CR Splitting of CAMEL phase 4
	Alcatel
	· CN4 CR#436 

· SupportedCAMEL4Subsets: not comment needed in ASN.

· A note shall say that “A node supporting CAMEL4 shall mark all bits it supports”
	· Revised to 575

	575
	9.16
	Rel-5 29.002-CR Splitting of CAMEL phase 4
	Alcatel
	· Revision of 476

· N4-020569
	· CN2 endorsed, CN4 will handle further on.

· CN4 will notify the result to CN2.

· CN4 revised the document.

	477
	9.16
	Rel-5 29.078-CR Splitting of CAMEL phase 4
	Alcatel
	· 
	· revised to 576

	576
	9.16
	Rel-5 29.078-CR Splitting of CAMEL phase 4
	Alcatel
	· We should indicate which bits we set on. No change needed

· Replace “GMSC or VMSC” by “gsmSSF”
	· Revised to 625

	625
	9.16
	Rel-5 29.078-CR Splitting of CAMEL phase 4
	Alcatel
	· Revision of 576
	· Approved w/o presentation 

	478
	9.16
	Rel-5 23.008-CR045 Splitting of CAMEL phase 4
	Alcatel
	· Revision of 477

· N4-020570.

· 1st change: shall not talk about network, instead “where registered”. We remove the sentence.

· Subclauses shall not be renumbered.
	·  Sent to joint meeting

· revised to N4-020730, approved w/o presentation

	594
	9.16
	Rel-5 22.078-CR Functional subsets
	Vodafone
	· 
	· Noted.

	
	10
	Future Meetings 
	
	· 
	· 

	
	
	
	
	· Deadline for next meeting tdoc numbers: Wed 24.7.12:00 CET

· Deadline for next meeting tdoc distribution: Wed 24.7. 23:59 CET 

· IMS adHoc could be in mid October, week starting 14.10. Christian does not like the idea. Ruth as well.
	· IMS CAMEL adHoc on the week starting on 14.10. Decided in CN2#25 whether to have the adHoc or not.

	
	
	
	
	· 
	· 


