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	TDoc # 
	Agenda item
	Title
	Source
	Discussion
	Conclusion

	
	
	Action points
	
	· 
	· 

	423
	
	Update decision paper based on the vendor query
	
	· 
	· 

	337
	
	Add open item on calling party location
	
	· 
	· 

	318
	
	Update 23.078 collective CR
	
	· 
	· 

	319, 343, 444
	
	Update 23.018 collective CR
	
	· 
	· 

	446
	
	Make collective CR for 29.078
	
	· 
	· 

	344
	
	Make collective CR for 29.002
	
	· 
	· 

	362
	
	Ask correct sequence ACR vs Error
	
	· 
	· 

	384
	
	Add open item: SCUDIF + CPH. SCUDIF + UI.
	
	· 
	· 

	456
	
	Indicatre in plenary report that potential misaligments
	
	· 
	· 

	404
	
	Indicate level of EDS completeness in status report (90%)

TEI_6 will need further inputs as well for location
	
	· 
	· 

	469
	
	For EDS, add DP3 for EDS.
	
	· 
	· 

	
	
	Indicate in status report that we have open issues
	
	· 
	· 

	410
	
	Check rel-5 if ellipses are need. Add also more bits to MAP subsets.
	
	· 
	· 

	
	1
	Opening of the meeting & Agenda
	
	· 
	· 

	316
	1
	Meeting agenda
	CN2 chairman
	·  ChangeOfPosition should have a item in 8.x chapter
· 
	·  Approved

	
	2
	Tdoc list
	
	· 
	· 

	317
	2
	Allocation of documents to agenda items
	CN2 chairman
	·  
	·  Noted

	
	3
	Reports
	
	· 
	· 

	401
	3
	CN2#29 Draft Meeting Report
	MCC
	· 
	· Approved

	402
	3
	CN#20 Draft Meeting Report
	MCC
	· All CN2 documents approved except one mutually exclusive document.

· CN4 needs to see collective CRs one meeting before CN#21.

· 05/2004 will be the last meeting of CN2.

· Small items TEI_6 can be used for small corrections & enhancements.

· ORLCF was referred back to CN2 & CN4 -> CN#21.

· Rel-5 corrections will be looked more carefully. No nice to have correction. Subcategory. Essential correction or agreed by consensus. And previously incorrectly incorporated CR.
	· Noted

	
	4
	Input Liaison statements
	
	· 
	· 

	327
	4
	LS on Charging Requirements on MNP for Pre-paid Subscribers
	CN4
	· AKA N4-030721

· For CN2 it would matter if more complicated levels are taken -> more info to be conveyed.

· No SA1 input / response yet which level to pursue. B and C are too complex according to Ian.

· Level A: to detect call to abroad do not need any mechanism.
	·  ATI / SRI selection for joint CN2-CN4 meeting.

· Noted

	328
	4
	LS on MNP
	CN
	·  AKA N4-030752
· CN says: get on with it.
	·  Noted

	355
	4
	LS on possible re-organisation of 3GPP charging specification work
	SA5
	·  
	·  Noted

	414
	
	Reply LS on possible re-organisation of 3GPP charging specification work
	SA2
	· 
	· 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.
	· 

	404
	5
	Latest version of the work plan
	MCC
	· TEI_6 not to be added.

· EDS=90%
	· Noted

	411
	
	CN’s view on possible re-organisation of 3GPP charging specification work
	CN leadership
	· Collect feedback if any

· Would not impact on CN2

· All is post-Rel-6: Some topics could go to CN.

· SA5-SWGB is not as connected as it should be.

· SA plenary will take the final decision.

· Do people want to discuss this with SA5 (CN2 meeting interrupted)? No.

· Do we want to take in before we terminate? No.

· Does CN2 want to give out any CAMEL work? No.
	· Report to CN chairman by email during this week.

· Noted

	442
	
	DAD Proposed allocation of documents to agenda items for joint session with CN2 on CAMEL and CN3
	CN4 chair
	· AKA N4-030736
	· Noted

	
	6.2
	CAMEL2 
	
	· 
	· 

	
	6.3
	CAMEL3 in R99
	
	· 
	· 

	
	6.4
	CAMEL3 in Rel4
	
	· 
	· 

	320
	64
	REL4 23.078-CR566 Inclusion of check  "pty continues" in procedure Handle_ACR
	Hughes Software Systems
	·  
	· withdrawn

	321
	64
	REL4 23.078-CR595 Adding the definition "pty continues"
	Hughes Software Systems
	·  
	· withdrawn

	322
	64
	REL4 23.078-CR597 Removal of blocks "Stop Delta" from the SDL "handling of DPs O/T-Busy, O/T-No Answer and Route Select Failure in Monitoring state"
	Hughes Software Systems
	·  
	· withdrawn

	323
	64
	REL5 23.078-CR598 Adding the definition "pty continues"
	Hughes Software Systems
	·  
	· withdrawn

	329
	64
	REL4 23.078-CR600 Correction in handling of Start-Delta and Stop-Delta operations
	Hughes Software Systems
	·  
	· revised to 358 (not 359)

	358
	64
	REL4 23.078-CR600 Correction in handling of Start-Delta and Stop-Delta operations
	Hughes Software Systems
	· Why the proposal is to Rel-4? Rel-4 is identical to R99. This only for consideration.

· Subcategory: Essential correction or agreed by consensus? They propose essential correction.

· Sometimes Start_Delta executed even if call is not active -> what is impact? Unnecessary timer or even more serious?  Unnecessary running timer some times unnecessary stopping. Rogier says this does not cause serious effects. Support for Rel-5. Ian agrees. Christian says that Connect may cause problems delta is already running. Consequences if not approved is not precise enough. Explain what happens exactly.

· SDL source source is not available.

· Changes shall be marked somehow.

· In certain case delta is not stopped. When ACR procedure is called when Delta is running, i.e a call leg is released when delta is running. Then an explicit stop is needed in the beginning of the ACR procedure.
	· Revised to 417

	416
	64
	R99 23.078-CR621 Correction in handling of Start-Delta and Stop-Delta operations
	Hughes Software Systems
	· Result of 358

· This problem is also CAMEL2. Christian supports the fix. Georg prefers the fix in R99.
	· Approved

	417
	64
	Rel4 23.078-CR600 Correction in handling of Start-Delta and Stop-Delta operations
	Hughes Software Systems
	· Revision of 358
	· Approved

	425
	64
	Rel5 23.078-CR622 Correction in handling of Start-Delta and Stop-Delta operations
	Hughes Software Systems
	· Result of 358, category A. 
	· Approved

	
	7.1
	CAMEL4 / Stage 1
	
	· 
	· 

	
	7.2
	CAMEL4 / Miscellaneous
	
	· 
	· 

	372
	72
	DISC: CAMEL open issue list
	CN2 chairman
	· New one: UI at Alerting and Mid-Call shall be added. What happens when B answers (same or different CS)?

· 3. tdoc numbers are not correct. Maybe solved in this meeting.

· 6. Tdoc number is not correct

· New item: TDP2/TDP12/TDP3: for which leg the counter is incremented. Christian: TDP3 shall be the outgoing leg. TDP12 terminating leg. TDP2 outgoing. DisconnectLeg(2) may be a problem.

· A. IMS timer handling is in N2-030370.

· Rogier: FlexTone limit 2s in Stage 3 maybe too short. Christian says total is about 30s. Time interval between bursts was 120s in stage 1. We should allow this in stage 3 also.

· SRI SCP-HLR may require a specific Translation type if RoutingNumber+IMSI is received due to MNP. Ian says that 23.003 would be a proper place. Quite a national issue. -> put on the list.
	· Revised to 422

	422
	72
	DISC: CAMEL open issue list
	CN2 chairman
	· Revision of 372
	· Noted

	373
	72
	DISC: Recorded CAMEL4 decisions
	CN2 chairman
	· D34: Find answer on bullet E.

· Rogier says Alcatel document xxx is not in line with D34. Christian says it is.
	· Noted

	423
	72
	DISC: Vendor responses on flexible tone injection 
	Vodafone
	· Ian proposes conservative approach, a leg is consumed for ETC and PlayTone.

· Update the decision paper. 

· We wait for contributions.
	· Noted

	333
	72
	Rel5 23.079-CR25 Correction to interaction between ORLCF and forwarding notification
	Ericsson
	· AKA N4-030829
· 292 was postponed in previous CN2 meeting. Siemens concern has been resolved. If T-CSI check modifies B# then OR rules will not be checked, the SCP then knows what happens.

· 22.079 may need a change, it has one conflicting statement. -> CR to SA1

· Page 2: “early” shall be put to a different location.

· If GMSC is not in HPLMN-B then the SCP service logic is more difficult: Ian proposes a health warning BOR, ORLCF and CAMEL. To which spec? Section 8.2.
	· Revised to 424 by CN2

	424
	72
	Rel5 23.079-CR25 Correction to interaction between ORLCF and forwarding notification
	Ericsson
	· AKA N4-030978
· Revision of 333
	· CN2 endorsed, CN4 approved

	398
	72
	Rel5 23.078-CR584 Direction change of incoming message Answer
	Siemens AG
	· 253 was postponed
	· Approved

	324
	72
	REL5 23.078-CR599 Removal of blocks "Stop Delta" from the SDL "handling of DPs O/T-Busy, O/T-No Answer and Route Select Failure in Monitoring state"
	Hughes Software Systems
	·  
	· revised to 357 (not 358)

	357
	72
	REL5 23.078-CR599 Removal of blocks "Stop Delta" from the SDL "handling of DPs O/T-Busy, O/T-No Answer and Route Select Failure in Monitoring state"
	Hughes Software Systems
	· Also on Rel-5 Handle_ACR should always Stop_Delta timer, see 358 for earlier release.

· Subcategory? Consequences if not approved shall explain what happens?

· Ian: Make this as a Rel-5 mirror of R99 CR. No, this goes to different direction.
	· Rejected

	351
	72
	Rel5 23.078-CR608 Correction to procedure Handle_O_Answer
	Ericsson
	·  Subcategory? Essential correction.

· Christian proposes to change T_Answer according to O_Answer, not the other way around.

· CAMEL_Store_destination_address is called for CF and MSRN cases.

· Dialled services may change the number as well.
	· Approved

	356
	72
	REL5 23.078-CR610 Replacing the check box “pty continues” by “LegActive” in procedure Handle_ACR and mentioning the LegActive value at Handle_ACR task box in the SDL “handling of Tcp expiry in Monitioring state”
	Hughes Software Systems
	·  Consequences if approved should explain in more common sense way: Inter-working problems if SCP and MSC have different understanding what is reported when non-last leg is released due to call period timer.

· “:” missing, shall be “:=”.

· Change the title shorter
	· Revised to 426

	426
	72
	REL5 23.078-CR610 Replacing the check box “pty continues” by “LegActive” in procedure Handle_ACR and mentioning the LegActive value at Handle_ACR task box in the SDL “handling of Tcp expiry in Monitioring state”
	Hughes Software Systems
	· Revision of 356 (essential correction)
	· Approved without presentation

	361
	72
	Rel5 23.078-CR612 Receiving Int_CWA after reporting Abandon
	Nortel Networks
	· 
	· revised to 403

	403
	72
	Rel5 23.078-CR612 Receiving Int_CWA after reporting Abandon
	Nortel Networks
	· Rogier will present this

· Comment should be with dotted line.

· No source SDL included.

· P8: one Output of release would be better. Sumio may change off-line.

· Subcategory? Essential correction.
	· Approved

	362
	72
	Rel5 23.078-CR613 Handling AC Pending if ETC/ CTR fails
	Nortel Networks
	· Spirit/intention OK, but will send ACR( time=0 ). Intention is to cancel report. Rogier wants to send the ACR to keep SCP in sequence. Christian agrees.

· Subcategory? 

· Handle_ACR could handle the pending flag, no need to check it in callee.

· In which order: CAP error vs ACR order/sequence?

· Rel-5 is the correct release.

· Nortel wants to check the sequence in home, check our opinion
	· Revised to next meeting

	363
	72
	DISC: MNP/ CAMEL pre-paid MNP-SRF solution
	Nortel Networks
	· AKA N4-030783
· Late

· Ian says ATI is not the optimum way, no preference, but ATSI. SRF would be more impacted due to ATI. Jari supports SRI. Siemens also. T-Mobil mildly prefers SRI, must be in Rel-5. 

· TeliaSonera prefers ATI, Rel-5 is required. Lucent favours ATI.

· Rogier says HLR right to reject ATI.

· 
	· CN2 leaves to decision to CN4.

· Noted

	364
	72
	Rel5 23.066-CR026 Incorrect CAMEL pre-paid charging in MNP networks
	Nortel Networks
	· AKA N4-030784
· Late
	· To CN4 joint meeting

· Noted

	387
	72
	Rel5 29.002-CR615 Incorrect Charging With MNP
	LM Ericsson
	· AKA N4-030895
	· To CN4 joint meeting

· Noted

	388
	72
	Rel6 29.002-CR616 Incorrect Charging With MNP
	LM Ericsson
	· AKA N4-030896
	· To CN4 joint meeting

· Noted

	389
	72
	Rel5 23.066-CR25 Incorrect Charging With MNP
	LM Ericsson
	· AKA N4-030784
· Superceeded by a joint contribution
	· Withdrawn

	390
	72
	Rel5 23.078-CR530 Incorrect Charging With MNP
	LM Ericsson
	· AKA N4-030898
· Discuss as if principle was agreed.

· Why we have RoutingNumber and MSISDN in separate fields? Do not know.

· If not ported then is RoutingNumber required? Only if available.

· Where are the annexes? The spec should be mentioned.

· 11.2.4: Should this be in section 12? To be checked. Georg wants to move everything to section 11, at least in one section. Architecture should be in the beginning of the section. -> everythingin section 12.

· “Network option” should be mentioned somehow.

· Why MNP_SRF is in CAMEL spec? 23.066 this process is there already, not necessary SDL. We are jumping between specs. Then 11.2.4 should go to 23.066.

· IEs should not be respecified. 

· IE table should be documented in same way as ATI( location ) -> accepted.

· Spaces to parameter names

· Section numbering not correct.
	· To CN4 joint meeting

· CN2 will discuss

· Revised to 456

	456
	72
	Rel5 23.078-CR530r2 Incorrect Charging With MNP
	LM Ericsson
	· ‘Revision of 390
	· Approved conditionally, condition is CN4 approval of 23.066-CR25 and 29.002-615 CR.

· Misalingments fixed later if any -> status report

	386
	72
	DISC: SRF Based MNP Charging Solution
	LM Ericsson
	· AKA N4-030894 (superceeded in CN4 by joint Nortel document)
· Late, not available
	· Withdrawn

	
	7.3
	CAMEL4 / Optimal Routeing
	
	· 
	· 

	
	
	
	
	· 
	· 

	
	7.4
	CAMEL4 / Call Party Handling and SCP initiated calls
	
	· 
	· 

	330
	74
	Rel5 23.078-CR573 Reporting Disconnect (leg n) after Disconnect (leg 1)
	Ericsson
	· 229 was postponed in previous CN2 meeting

· Term “other”? OK

· DP_O_Disconnect_other, is it possible to receive ISUP Release from other leg? Actually it’d only leg2 in this procedure. -> MO DISC1 change is not needed. Same for both MT cases.

· MO DISC2: n > 1. Left to Rogier

· Change of procedure name?

· Title changed off-line
	·  Revised to 427

	427
	74
	Rel5 23.078-CR573 Reporting Disconnect (leg n)
	Ericsson
	· Revision of 330
	·  Approved

	331
	74
	Rel5 23.078-CR575 Correction to procedure CAMEL_ICA_MSC
	Ericsson
	· Was postponed in previous CN2 meeting

· CAMEL_ICA_MSC sheet 5: Why alerting state has been removed? Int_Export_Leg should be allowed. Same page has it already above.

· Essential correction, Andrijana changes off-line.
	· Approved

	335
	74
	Rel5 29.078-CR313 Correction to parameter name in Connect Operation
	Ericsson
	· Was postponed in previous CN2 meeting

· 341 proposes the opposite

· Leg is not always created, just call parameters may be modified.

· Ian proposes different names in stage 2 and 3. Adrian disagrees.

· Keijo and Georg prefers the Ericsson naming.

· “be” deleted unnecessarily

· Subcategory Agreed by Consensus.
	·  Connect parameter name is LegToBeConnected

· Revised to 428

	428
	74
	Rel5 29.078-CR313 Correction to parameter name in Connect Operation
	Ericsson
	· Revision of 335
	· Approved w/o presentation

	341
	74
	Rel5 23.078-CR523 Handling of Connect operation with and without LegID
	Alcatel
	· 240 postponed

· 335 proposes the opposite

· Sheet 16: Why Continue as a result Connect? As in CAMEL3, leg1 is not always available.

· Rogier concerned about the complexity. We still may receive Int_Connect even if leg1 is not available. LegID=2 present or not will have totally different handling.

· Ericsson has competing & comleting document 348

· Page 7 description is contradicting, delete last sentence. Inverse decision shall be present.

· Sheet 8: Is the wording OK? Maybe could refer to IE tables.

· Essential Correction
	· Revised to 429

	429
	74
	Rel5 23.078-CR523 Handling of Connect operation with and without LegID
	Alcatel
	· Revision of 341

· In SDLs wrong parameter name.

· Cover sheet changes proposed, why Connect mapped to Int_Continue.

· Move LegID presence conditions back to the table

· Case when any leg# is > 2 is not covered.
	· Revised to 466

	466
	74
	Rel5 23.078-CR523 Handling of Connect operation with and without LegID
	Alcatel
	· Revision of 429
	· Approved

	348
	74
	Rel5 23.078-CR578 Reflecting default Leg Id for CWA in CS_gsmSSF
	Ericsson
	· Conflicting with Alcatel 341. CSA already sets Leg to 2 if not present.

· 234 was postponed in previous CN2 meeting.

· Christian says this results to different handling than CAMEL3. In CAMEL3 counters of both legs were nulled.
	·  Withdrawn

	342
	74
	Rel5 23.078-CR524 Handling of Information Flows with absent LegID and CS ID
	Alcatel
	· 241 postponed

· Should the CWA wording aligned with 341 revision? Ian proposed better wording.

· CWA legID: Why TDP-R and EDP-R are mentioned for LegID? In ICA and CPH case only CWA( CSid ) is allowed.

· Sheet 6: What is “valid”? Align the wording with 341 revision. Even the SDL could be aligned.

· CAP PlayTone has a bit different handling. Could be a separate input.

· CWA also has unmodified information. Rogier provides off-line proposal.

· Subcategory Essential Correction.
	·  

	430
	74
	Rel5 23.078-CR524 Handling of Information Flows with absent LegID and CS ID
	Alcatel
	· Revision of 342

· SDL had an existing error, Christian will correct.

· Also some cases allowed to send although not required.
	·  Revised to 467

	467
	74
	Rel5 23.078-CR524 Handling of Information Flows with absent LegID and CS ID
	Alcatel
	· Revision of 430
	· Approved

	346
	74
	Rel5 23.078-CR592 aChChargingAddress in ApplyCharging/ApplyChargingReport
	Nokia, Alcatel 
	· Was postponed in previous CN2 meeting, revision of 270

· Same topic as 359

· Page 2 should not have change bar. -> remove.

· SDL changed, not in Ericsson document.
	·  SDL from here. Copy to Ericsson CR.

· Withdrawn

	359
	74
	Rel5 23.078-CR611 Correction to Apply Charging and Apply Charging Report due to introduction of CPH
	Ericsson
	· Same topic as 346

· BurstList also corrected. “Ach” should be “aCh”. SRF -> sRF.

· In SRF case entire CS is released if Tcp timer expires with release indication. Sheet 51/56 of CS describes it. SDL says differently. Christian wants to release just the UI.

· Note style corrected

· Contains / consists of –issue. Inconsistent use of.

· Rogier does not change “concerned” word, where as 346 does.

· On the last page “report” is extra, parameter is received in AC message. That is OK.

· Only one status column for aChChargingAddress.

· Subcategory shall be essential correction
	· Text from here.

· Revised to 431

	431
	74
	Rel5 23.078-CR611 Correction to Apply Charging and Apply Charging Report due to introduction of CPH
	Ericsson
	· Revision of 359
	· Approved

	360
	74
	Rel5 29.078-CR327 Correction to Apply Charging and Apply Charging Report due to introduction of CPH
	Ericsson
	· Relates to 359 and its revisions

· Remove duplication in procedure descriptions.

· Subcategory shall be essential correction
	· Revised to 432

	432
	74
	Rel5 29.078-CR327 Correction to Apply Charging and Apply Charging Report due to introduction of CPH
	Ericsson
	· Revision of 360

· Cancel approval if 431 is not approved.
	· Approved w/o presentation

	352
	74
	Rel5 23.078-CR609 Correction to usage of LegId in ICA Operation
	Ericsson
	·  Relates to the next document (353).

· Subcategory shall be essential correction, Andrijana corrects off-line
	· Approved

	353
	74
	Rel5 29.078-CR322 Correction to usage of LegId in ICA Operation
	Ericsson
	· Was postponed in previous CN2 meeting

· Is Leg2 always created as result of IDP? 

· CWA does not always create Leg2.

· Subcategory shall be essential correction
	·  Approved

	374
	74
	Rel5 23.078-CR570 Update of Charging spec references
	Nokia
	· 215 was postponed in previous meeting

· Change tdoc title

· Cancel last non-modified page.

· The charging specs have different titles

· Rel-4 has different names as well.
	· Revised to 433

	433
	74
	Rel5 23.078-CR570 Update of Charging spec references
	Nokia
	· Category A -> F, essential correction
	· Approved w/o presentation

	434
	74
	Rel4 23.078-CR623 Update of Charging spec references
	Nokia
	· F, essential correction
	· Approved w/o presentation -> later on withdrawn

· Not referring to charging at all -> cancel CR

	375
	74
	Rel5 32.205-CRxxx CPH charging impacts on the CDRs
	Nokia
	· 216 was postponed in previous meeting

· p65, remove stop.

· 5.13 Delete “original”. CAMEL initiated call release bit could be used as well. Change description of it.

· 4.x delete “forwarding” and “record” for title. Mobile originated call attempt (gsmSCF initiated call)

· “attempt”, t missing p14

· out-of-the-blue: replace by “gsmSCF initiated call”. “GsmSCF initiated call leg” is used for SCP created legs.

· p14 “Additional” is in wrong place. 

· P14: delete “regular MO, …”, no need to list all call types.

· Table 3 text is talking about CF.

· Vodafone supports MO CDR type for ICA. T-Mobil wants to think about. Indicate on cover page that no specific CDR type is recommended by CN2, left to SA5. Shall partial record be used?

· P14: Outgoing TKGP should be Oc. Why Om for CF?

· Incoming TKGP: Leave it to SA5, make a question for SA5.

· Basic Service shall be mandatory, and always set to speech.

· Replace “IF” by “message”.

· Triggering occurred -> CAMEL service was initiated

· CAMELInitCFindicator when T-CSI or VT-CSI service changes B#. entirely the same.
	· Attach to the LS

· Revised to 435

	435
	74
	Rel5 32.205-CRxxx CPH charging impacts on the CDRs
	Nokia
	· Revision of 375, send to SA5
	· Noted

	436
	74
	LS on CPH charging impacts on the CDRs
	Nokia
	· Result of 435

· Wording changes

· Put attachement to zip file
	· Revised to 457

	457
	74
	LS on CPH charging impacts on the CDRs
	Nokia
	· Revision of 436
	· Approved w/o presentation

	380
	74
	LS on SA3 on Legal Interception of SCP initiated calls
	Nokia
	· 214 was postponed in previous meeting.  This document is a result of email comments.

· Action 1: Change wording, does SA3 specs cover these problem cases?

· Action 3: Against SA1 requirement: Denial would be a limitation to current SA1 requirements. This=Deny.

· Location is Bangkok
	· Revised to 437

	437
	74
	LS on SA3 on Legal Interception of SCP initiated calls
	Nokia
	· Revision of 380
	· Approved w/o presentation

	332
	74
	Rel5 29.078-CR325 Correction to CAP Operation Error values
	Ericsson
	·  Some ASN.1 changes covered already. (5.1 and 11.3 onwards).

· Subcategory: Essential correction

· ACH: UnknownCSID?  When UnknownSRFid
	·  Revised to 460

	460
	74
	Rel5 29.078-CR325 Correction to CAP Operation Error values
	Ericsson
	· Revision of 332
	· Approved w/o presentation

	345
	74
	Rel5 23.078-CR601 Corection of "Int_leg_Status_Report" to avoid double state changes in the CSA
	Alcatel
	· Subcategory? Essential correction

· Off-line improvement to Reason for change field on cover page.
	· Approved

	376
	74
	Rel5 23.078-CR616 Allow user interaction at answer DP
	Nokia
	· Cover page: “inadequate CPH”, replace with “user interaction would not be supported at answer detection point which is a service restriction”.

· GMSC procedure is also used in VMSC-B.

· Can the SSF handle the answer in UI phase if another party answers? No.

· To whom the UI is connected? Yes, all parties in the call segment. When connection to B is made? At answer.
	· Approved 

	379
	74
	Rel5 29.078-CR329 MoveLeg precondition for source and target CS
	Nokia
	· WI=CAMEL4, not CAMELx

· Is there change needed for SplitLeg? If there is no CSid1 already. n*ICA, and 1st answer creates CSid1. -> separate CR.

· Christian sees this as a modification to feature, stage 1 impact. -> No change needed, no precondition for target. -> check.

· Christian wants to allow this when there is no Leg2.

· The BCSM states and CS state names mixed. Make separate preconditions for source and target side.

· “One leg in target CS is in DPs…” 
	· Revised to 461

	461
	74
	Rel5 29.078-CR329 MoveLeg precondition for source and target CS
	Nokia
	· Revision of 379

· Remove Analysed_Info, it is Rel-6.
	· Revised to 468

	468
	74
	Rel5 29.078-CR329 MoveLeg precondition for source and target CS
	Nokia
	· Revision of 461
	· Approved w/o presentation

	382
	72
	Rel5 23.078-CR619 CAMEL Leg Handling
	Alcatel
	· 
	· Postponed to next meeting

	349
	74
	Rel5 23.078-CR606 Correction to Release Leg handling in CPH call
	Ericsson
	· Late
	·  Withdrawn

	350
	74
	Rel5 23.078-CR607 Correction to DP description for O-BCSM and T-BCSM
	Ericsson
	·  Late
	·  Withdrawn

	
	7.5
	CAMEL4 / DTMF Mid-call DP
	
	· 
	· 

	
	
	
	
	· 
	· 

	
	7.6
	CAMEL4 / IMS
	
	· 
	· 

	369
	76 
	Rel5 23.278-CR043 Incorrect handling of failure SIP response for MT 
	Lucent Technologies
	· Was postponed in previous CN2 meeting 

· Angelica not present on Friday.

· Page 7 shall be undone.

· A change on cover page.

· Subcategory essential correction.

· MO case, similar principle is not yet there.
	· Revised to 438

	438
	76 
	Rel5 23.278-CR043 Incorrect handling of failure SIP response for MT 
	Lucent Technologies
	· Revision of 369
	· Approved w/o presentation

	439
	76 
	Rel5 23.278-CR045 Incorrect handling of failure SIP response for MO 
	Lucent Technologies
	· Result of 369
	· Revised to 443

	443
	76 
	Rel5 23.278-CR045 Incorrect handling of failure SIP response for MO 
	Lucent Technologies
	· Revision of 439
	· Approved

	370
	76
	Rel5 23.278-CR44 Setting of Timers not specified for IMSSF process
	Lucent Technologies
	· Connector 3 should be removed.

· =? On sheet 1. Use “:=” not “=”.

· RFC should be a reference.

· SDL improvements. Do not start timer and set variable at once.

· “Start B timer” is better on sheet 1. We could also refer to 3GPP. CN1 refers to IETF, we should refer to CN1 spec.

· Sheet 15: floating end.

· MT text is replication is duplication.
	· Revised to 440

	440
	76
	Rel5 23.278-CR44 Setting of Timers not specified for IMSSF process
	Lucent Technologies
	· Revision of 370

· One SDL page is missing from here.

· No change bars on cover page, place.

· In the SDL we could have less crossing lines, break MT page 22 into 2 pages.

· “received” in SDL.
	· Revised to 465

	465
	76
	Rel5 23.278-CR44 Setting of Timers not specified for IMSSF process
	Lucent Technologies
	· Revision of 440
	· Approved w/o presentation

	
	7.7
	CAMEL4 / MT SMS
	
	·  
	· 

	365
	72
	Rel5 29.078-CR328 Usage of Alphanumeric Characters in SMS Address Fields
	T-Mobile
	· Packing rules 23.038: Reference to it. 

· Reference to 23.038 is also necessary, although 24.008.
	· Revised to 462

	462
	72
	Rel5 29.078-CR328 Usage of Alphanumeric Characters in SMS Address Fields
	T-Mobile
	· Revision of 365

· Quote is illegal in ASN.1, for spec editor
	· Approved

	338
	77
	Rel5 23.078-CR603 Correction to SMS Event Disarming
	Ericsson
	·  Subcategory: Essential correction
	·  Approved

	339
	77
	Rel5 23.078-CR604 Correction to SMS Error handling
	Ericsson
	·  Subcategory: Essential Correction

· Page 7: “subject to” -> change M to C. Sentence not needed.
	·  Revised to 463

	463
	77
	Rel5 23.078-CR604 Correction to SMS Error handling
	Ericsson
	· Revision of 339
	· Approved

	
	7.8
	CAMEL4 / Flexible tone
	
	· 
	· 

	340
	78
	Rel5 23.078-CR525 Playing of tones to the same leg or call segment
	Alcatel
	· 242 revised

· No change bars in explanation sections, please.

· Long text in SDL, repeated Adrian.

· Subcategory?

· 4.5.1 is not updated.

· “intervene”.
	· Rejected 

	378
	74
	Rel5 23.078-CR617 Handling of concurrent tones
	Nokia
	· See 340, SDL change of ETC is missing (50/60)

· Description in MO section. -> OK, but add that applies to all call cases.

· The regular case is not described at all -> add. Add also the case when tone to separate legs / concurrent tones.

· Improve wording, tones are not instructed at once. “gsmSSF instructs” is not a good formulation, MSC is the performing.

· Bullet 4: Put to a and b format, as bullet 3.

· Bullet 3: a: “one tone only”

· “As an MSC option” is the proper wording.

· Page 3: Bullet 5: Rule 3 is also an exception, the CS part.

· Page: “The following exceptions…”
	· Revised to 464

	464
	74
	Rel5 23.078-CR617 Handling of concurrent tones
	Nokia
	· Revision of 378

· This not only for MO calls.
	· Revised to 469

	469
	74
	Rel5 23.078-CR617 Handling of concurrent tones
	Nokia
	· Revision of 464

· Ian has comments
	· Revised to 472

	472
	74
	Rel5 23.078-CR617 Handling of concurrent tones
	Nokia
	· Revision of 464

· Ian has comments
	· Approved w/o presentation

	347
	78
	Rel5 23.078-CR605 Correction to PlayTone pre-conditions
	Ericsson
	·  Subcategory: Essential correction
	· Approved

	336
	78
	Rel5 29.078-CR326 Correction to PlayTone pre-conditions
	Ericsson
	·  Subcategory: Essential correction
	·  Approved

	
	7.9
	CAMEL4 / Charging Notification
	
	· 
	· 

	
	
	
	
	· 
	· 

	
	7.10
	CAMEL4 / Dialled Services
	
	· 
	· 

	
	
	
	
	· 
	· 

	
	7.11
	CAMEL4 / Cd party location
	
	· 
	· 

	
	
	
	
	· 
	· 

	
	7.12
	CAMEL4 / GPRS Mobility Management
	
	· 
	· 

	367
	712
	Rel5 23.078-CR615 Correction on MG-CSI sending to the SGSN
	Alcatel
	· Essential correction
	· Approved

	
	7.13
	CAMEL4 / ODB in HLR-SCP interface
	
	
	· 

	
	
	
	
	· 
	· 

	
	7.14
	CAMEL4 / Location Information during ongoing call
	
	· 
	· 

	366
	714
	Rel5 23.078-CR614 Correction to Change of position processes
	Alcatel
	· Subcategory: Essential correction

· “Previously memorised” should be deleted on cover page.

· “O_” -> “T_” prefix on cover page.

· Iu only. (Other comments). Is Iu also for EDGE also. -> not put.

· Siemens Rel-6 CR should take these into account.
	· Approved

	
	7.15
	CAMEL4 / GPRS AnyTimeInterrogation
	
	· 
	· 

	405
	715
	Rel6 23.003-CRxxx Assingment of SSN value for Presence Network Agent
	NTT DoCoMo
	· AKA N4-030847
· Late document
	· CN4 only

	406
	715
	Rel6 23.018-CRxxx Addition of a procedure that allows Presence Network Agent to obtain presence information from VLR/MSC server
	NTT DoCoMo
	· AKA N4-030849
· Late document
	· Revised to 413

	413
	715
	Rel6 23.018-CRxxx Addition of a procedure that allows Presence Network Agent to obtain presence information from VLR/MSC server
	NTT DoCoMo
	· AKA N4-030961, revision of 406
· Late document
	· Revised to 448

	448
	715
	Rel6 23.018-CRxxx Addition of a procedure that allows Presence Network Agent to obtain presence information from VLR/MSC server
	NTT DoCoMo
	· AKA N4-031019, revision of 406
· Late document
	· Noted

	
	7.16
	CAMEL4 / CAMEL4 partial implementation
	
	· 
	· 

	334
	716
	Rel5 23.078-CR558 Correction to partial implementation of CAMEL4
	Ericsson
	· 188 was postponed in previous CN2 meeting

· If condition is removed then status is not “S”  This is a bit string.not anymore. “This IE indicates whether CAMEL phase 4 O-CSI is offered”. -> leave it as it is.

· Ian proposes “M”. So the information is conveyed.

· Subcategory Essential Correction

· Summary of change could be filled.
	· Approved

	337
	716
	Rel5 23.078-CR602 Alignment of Offered CAMEL4 functionalities
	Ericsson
	·  Are the names in line with CAP? This is aligned with CAP. No it isn’t.

· Page 3: Called location not applicable in MO side. In ERB it is present also for MO call. The location may change during call setup. -> separate CR. Add to open items: study the Alerting DP location for MO calls.
· 1st change OK

· Alerting phase is OK. Also alerting DP

· Subcategory? Agreed by consensus.
	·  Revised to 441

	441
	716
	Rel5 23.078-CR602 Alignment of Offered CAMEL4 functionalities
	Ericsson
	· Revision of 337 (essential correction)
	· Approved w/o presentation

	
	7.17
	CAMEL4 / Reporting of IMEI and MSClassMark to SCP
	
	· 
	· 

	
	7.18
	CAMEL4 / Service Change and UDI Fallback (SCUDIF)
	
	· 
	· 

	326
	4
	LS on CAMEL interactions with SCUDIF
	CN4-CN3-CN2 Joint meeting
	·  AKA N4-030719
	·  Noted

	354
	4 -> 7.18
	LS on CAMEL interactions with SCUDIF
	SA1
	·  AKA N4-030757
· SCUDIF subscribers can have CAMEL, according to LS.
	·  To CN4 joint meeting

· Noted

	395
	718
	DISC: CAMEL Interractions For SCUDIF In Release 5
	LM Ericsson
	· AKA N4-030904
· When we expect 22.078 CRs. SCP should know all the time the whether speech or multimedia.

· Christian asks if this is Rel-5? According to NTT only A) for Rel-5. Ericsson proposes A+B for Rel-5.

· Vodafone says for Phase 1 and 2 in Rel-6.

· Ericsson expect completion in mainly CN#21. 

· Ask CN#21 whether they expect completion in December plenary.

· B and C for Rel-6
	· To CN4 joint meeting

· Rel-5 indicates in A+B. Rel-6 open

· Noted

	391
	718
	DISC: SCUDIF HLR Interrogation
	LM Ericsson
	· AKA N4-030900
	· To CN4 joint meeting

· Revised to 451

	451
	718
	DISC: SCUDIF HLR Interrogation
	LM Ericsson
	· AKA N4-031021 revision of 391
· CR proposes 1 step enquiry

· HLR would return SS data to GMSC.

· Proposes separate basic service codes.

· Ian/Vodafone disagrees that HLR would not have CC logic. Siemens supports.

· Kevin(three) supports Ericsson.

· How would CSI data then handled? According to Rogier HLR sends CSI if either of the services has CF.
	· To CN4 joint meeting

· 1 step HLR enquiry selected.

· SS code handling not concluded.

· Noted

	397
	718
	DISC: Should SCUDIF have a single basic service code?
	Vodafone
	· AKA N4-030846
· LS to SA1 is proposed. According /// SA1 has agreed already that SCUDIF is not a sepatate basic service. Ian: SA1 requirement not set in stone. If implementation reasons justify, we could modify requirement. 

· Backward compatibility? Access protocol 24.008?

· Fallback if incoming SCUDIF call, and called user has speech but no multimedia.

· 2nd BCIE would be an extension. 1st BCIE should be speech. Then an extension about preference.

· Siemens supports Vodafone proposal. Alternate fax is a bit similar. Alcatel mildly supports.

· One basic service code, 2 BCIEs in Vodafone proposal.

· If Ericsson proposal is complete and works, Voda could live with the proposal of 2 SS codes. Same with Siemens.
	· To CN4 joint meeting

· We proceed w/ Ericsson CRs (separate basic services)

· Noted

	377
	718
	Rel5 23.018-CR One step HLR enquiry for SCUDIF
	Nokia
	· AKA N4-030842
	· To CN4 joint meeting

· Withdrawn

	381
	718
	Rel5 23.078-CR618 One step HLR enquiry for SCUDIF-CSI criteria
	Nokia
	· AKA N4-030843
	· To CN4 joint meeting

· Withdrawn

	396
	718
	Rel5 23.018-CRxxx SCUDIF Impacts to Basic Call
	LM Ericsson
	· AKA N4-030905
	· To CN4 joint meeting

· Noted

	384
	718
	Rel5 23.078-CR620 Correction to InitialDP for SCUDIF
	NTT DoCoMo,NEC
	· AKA N4-030973

· Was added after dead-line

· Do we need this for all call types? Yes.

· This works only with BICC.

· “User”: Which one? 

· Condition and description could be split into separate sentences.

· Which BCIE is put to which BCIE field in CAP? Do we need BCIE2 at all? Ian prefers to send preferred one first.

· Alt fax and speech and fax may cause problems if 2*BCIE.

· User request of video has no billing impact, but at answer there would be.

· Useful for service control.

· Alternate fax and data is reported as one BCIE.

· Improve wording about the preferred and less preferred BCIE.

· NP call case? CPH only for speech, when is CPH allowed for SCUDIF calls. Add open issue how CPH interworks with SCUDIF. User interaction?
· BCIE2 and BaSC2 are tied to each other. BCIE1 and BaSC1 are not tied either. BaSC is reasonable of no corresponding BCIE. -> not tied.

· “If BCIE2 is present, then this IE conveys preferred BCIE”.
	· 2 BCIEs to SCP, preferred as 1st one.

· Revised to 458

	458
	
	Rel5 23.078-CR620 Correction to InitialDP for SCUDIF
	NTT DoCoMo,NEC
	· Revision of 384
	· Approved w/o presentation

	385
	718
	Rel5 29.078-CR330 Correction to InitialDP for SCUDIF
	NTT DoCoMo,NEC
	· AKA N4-030976

· Was added after dead-line

· Veronique proposes to use InitialDPArgExtension -> moved

· ISUP mapping: BCIE1 still must be able to to convey USI2. Note2 is very similar to what we need here.
	· Revised to 459

	459
	718
	Rel5 29.078-CR330 Correction to InitialDP for SCUDIF
	NTT DoCoMo,NEC
	· Revision of 385

· It should be clarified when which mapping rule applies, 2nd for SCUDIF.

· Parameter to moved to the extension field.

· In the end of document, refer to 23.078 info flows.
	· Revised to 470

	470
	718
	Rel5 29.078-CR330 Correction to InitialDP for SCUDIF
	NTT DoCoMo,NEC
	· Revision of 459
	· Approved w/o presentation

	393
	718
	Rel5 29.002-CR613 SCUDIF HLR Interrogation 
	LM Ericsson
	· AKA N4-030902
	· To CN4 joint meeting

· Revised to 453

	453
	718
	Rel5 29.002-CR613 SCUDIF HLR Interrogation 
	LM Ericsson
	· AKA N4-031023 revision of 393
	· To CN4 joint meeting

· Noted

	394
	718
	Rel6 29.002-CR614 SCUDIF HLR Interrogation 
	LM Ericsson
	· AKA N4-030903
	· To CN4 joint meeting

· Revised to 454

	454
	718
	Rel6 29.002-CR614 SCUDIF HLR Interrogation 
	LM Ericsson
	· AKA N4-031024 revision of 394
	· To CN4 joint meeting

· Noted

	392
	718
	Rel5 23.172-CR11 SCUDIF HLR Interrogation 
	LM Ericsson
	· AKA N4-030901
· Late
	· To CN4 joint meeting

· Revised to 452

	452
	718
	Rel5 23.172-CR11 SCUDIF HLR Interrogation 
	LM Ericsson
	· AKA N4-031022, N3-030590
· Late

· The remaining IEs: In which response? 1st or 2nd? Relatres to else branch.

· Is there a 2 phase enquiry (1st bullet)

· Sometimes 2 MSRNs? No, only one PRN. 

· The description should be in 23.018.

· Info elements should be described in stage 2 as well.

· Codecs of rejected service, 2nd last bullet

· Last bullet: Why to compare FTNs: Why we don’t forward to the preferred service FTN? Less preferred codecs would be ignored.

· Plenary plenary Wed 10.9. Both on CN3 and CN4 list.
	· To CN4 joint meeting

· Principle agreed. Documentation in wrong place, changed to SDL.

· Revised to N3-030614 (no CN2 or CN4 number)

· CN2 notes

	407
	718
	Rel5 23.018-CRxxx Repeat subscription checking regarding SCUDIF
	NTT DoCOMo
	· AKA N4-030852
· Late document
	· To CN4 joint meeting

· Revised to 449

	None
	718
	Rel5 23.018-CR133 SCUDIF HLR Interrogation
	Ericsson
	· AKA N4-031025, result of 452
· Late document
	· To CN4 joint meeting



	449
	718
	Rel5 23.018-CRxxx Repeat subscription checking regarding SCUDIF
	NTT DoCOMo
	· AKA N4-031008
· Late document
	· To CN4 joint meeting

· Noted



	408
	76
	Rel5 23.079-CRxxx Notification of the 2nd BSG in case of Late CF with OR
	NTT DoCOMo
	· AKA N4-030930
· Late document
	· To CN4 joint meeting

· CN4 approved

	450
	
	
	
	· 
	· 

	
	8
	Rel-6
	
	· 
	· 

	
	8.1
	Miscellaneous
	
	· 
	· 

	325
	4
	LS response on CAMEL support for the Presence Service
	CN4
	· 
	· Noted

	415
	81
	LS response on "LS response CAMEL support for the Presence Service" from CN4
	SA2
	· AKA N4-030971
	· Noted

	399
	81
	Rel6 23.078-CRxxx Change of position procedures armed with criteria
	Siemens AG
	· revision of 247, was postponed
	· revised to 409 before meeting

	418
	81
	LS to SA1 on Change of Position
	Siemens / Alcatel
	· “Change borders” vs “cross borders”.

· “enter or leave service area”.

· Cell id -> cell global id.

· “Last meeting” -> CN2#30

· Intention of criteria is restrict reporting, specified cell global id.

· Remove word “main”.

· Remove 3rd bullet

· “GSM access” and “UTRAN access”

· inter-MSC per se is not in interest of CSE. -> remove entire sentence

· Use numbered lists.

· One event may fulfil multiple criteria -> one notification only. Stage 1 makes this clear.
	· Revised to 455

	455
	81
	LS to SA1 on Change of Position
	Siemens / Alcatel
	· Revision of 418
	· Approved

	409
	81
	Rel6 23.078-CRxxx Change of position procedures armed with criteria
	Siemens AG
	· revision of N2-030399

· 5.12: Are the choices mutually exclusive? Yes. Cristian says that each one is one of the criteria, list of ten may contain a combination of all. -> Christian happy.

· What happens if inter-PLMN HO is inter-system handover? If one mach then we report the DP. Do we get follow-on changes from other PLMN? Inter-MSC handover would be better. Inter-PLMN HO is rare according to Vodafone – go back to SA1.

· No text describing the criteria. Why no text?

· Why the check is in the MSC processes? Why not in gsmSSF? No specific reason. -> check off-line the common procedure? Mid-Call has it in MSC. MSC seems to be the more sensible. MSC needs to store the criteria, and info to check whether criteria is fulfilled.

· Is this purely CS? CS only.

· IAN: Subsequent handovers are reported to controlling MSC in intra-MSC handovers in target MSC -> controlling knows them. 

· Is the cell/SAI source or target? Christian says either. -> should be more clear in spec.

· Overwriting of criteria? Everything needs to be resent as a block. If no criteria present, it overwrites the criteria -> report all.

· Enabling / inhibiting? Always enabling, describe in subclause for criteria.

· Give an example in the LS, if interested in inter-system & inter-PLMN HO, arm both.

· Explain also border = source or target.

· Last page: Location should list the possible values (cell id, …).
	· LS to SA1: We clarify how we understand the requirement.  Please confirm.

· LS in tdoc 418.

· Revised to 419

	419
	81
	Rel6 23.078-CRxxx Change of position procedures armed with criteria
	Siemens AG
	· Revision of 409

· Inter-works with Rel5 CR

· Change bars should not be the in unchanged part.

· There is no text description to criteria handling. -> next version will have.

· “of the” -> delete

· Change Of Location table: Criteria -> criterion
· “indicates that”, 

· delete “roaming” -  applies only to idle mode.
	· Revised to the next meeting

	400
	81
	Change of position procedures armed with criteria
	Siemens AG
	· 248 was postponed
	· revised to 410 before meeting

	410
	81
	Rel6 29.078-CRxxx Change of position procedures armed with criteria
	Siemens AG
	· Revision of N2-030400

· Should be category B (and the previous one as well).

· Backward compatibility: Should this be a subset? What happens when a non-supported choice is received? Can we change Rel-5 ASN.1? Choice with ellipsis?

· Introduce a new choice type which is a sequence. In the beginning that would be an ellipsis only. Exception handling? 

· Also DPspecificCriteria2 is another option. BCSMEvent would have ellipsis.

· 29.002 does not have extensible choices. TR 30.902 gives the rules. P16.

· Georg wants this to be a subset, SCP could avoid signalling overload. Ian says no benefit. -> to be decided later.

· Should ChangeOfPosition, not location.

· Why not use MAP data types? We are using the value part of MAP data type. Each flavour of “location” would be individual choice elements with their specific lenght.
	· 30.902 followed.

· Subset issue is decided later.

· Revised to 420

	420
	81
	Rel6 29.078-CRxxx Change of position procedures armed with criteria
	Siemens AG
	· Revision of 410 

· MAP module version belongs to a separate CR.
	· Postponed to next meeting

	421
	81
	Rel5 29.078-CR331 <title - extensibility>
	Siemens AG
	· Result of 410

· Christian proposes email approval, source Siemens+Alcatel. 

· Yellow colour shall not be there.

· For Rel-5 we take both alternatives, choice type, of main level type has ellipsis.

· Essential correction
	· Revised to 471

	471
	81
	Rel5 29.078-CR331 <title - extensibility>
	Siemens AG
	· Revision of 421
	· Approved w/o presentation

	383
	715
	Rel6 23.078-CRxxx Addition of a procedure that allows Presence Network Agent to obtain presence information from SGSN
	NTT DoCoMo
	· AKA N4-030853
	· Revised to 412 in CN4

	412
	715
	Rel6 23.078-CRxxx Addition of a procedure that allows Presence Network Agent to obtain presence information from SGSN
	NTT DoCoMo
	· AKA N4-030955
	· To joint meeting

· Revised to 447

	447
	715
	Rel6 23.078-CRxxx Addition of a procedure that allows Presence Network Agent to obtain presence information from SGSN
	NTT DoCoMo
	· AKA N4-031018

· SA2 requirement. 22.078 is Stage 1 spec.

· Is the presence an option is Rel-6? Is CAMEL support required to support this feature? Rogier says it’s an option.

· SA1 & SA2 to consider whether CAMEL is mandatory or optional part of presence.

· MAP application context version avoided, Stage 2. Ian is asking for extension (not addional info)

· PSI not enhanced -> 23.018 could be a better place.

· Rel6capable? This is to understand the response. AssumedIdle means different onces.
	· To joint meeting

· Noted

	
	8.2
	Enhanced Dialled Services
	
	· 
	· 

	318
	82
	Rel6 23.078-CR553 Collective CR for Rel6 Enhanced Dialled Services
	Nokia
	·  AKA N4-030840
· e.g. CAMEL_SDS_MO_INIT in Leg2_Disconnected state have separate handling for Int_error, not common for DP_Analysed_info state. Other states as well. Take to the next version

· P28 sheet 5 of CS_gsmSSF the connectors may have changed. They are OK.
	· Noted, revised to next meeting

	319
	82
	Rel6 23.018-CR126 Collective CR for Rel6 Enhanced Dialled Services
	Nokia
	·  AKA N4-030841
· Sheet 1 of MT_CF_MSC would be a bit tidier if you didn't bring the "Yes" output of the test "Result=Leg1_only" out to connector A, but kept it going directly to the task "Leg1_status:=Set-up" and added connector A as shown in the attached revised SDL.

· 
	· Noted, revised to next meeting

	343
	82
	Rel6 23.078-CR580 Re-connect for Enhanced Dialled Services
	Alcatel
	· 244 was postponed in previous meeting

· Sheet 1, Reconnect, not “Re-Connect”. In all SDLs.
	· Approved, editoral correction in collective CR

	344
	82
	Rel6 29.002-CR525 Enhancements for the Partial Implementation for Enhanced Dialled Services
	Alcatel
	· AKA N4-030750 (not available in CN4)
· 245 was postponed in previous meeting

· Minimum size to 17 bits. How the receiving end works if less bits is received.

· Jari believes 15 is correct.
	·  Make a collective CR for 29.002 if approved

· CN4 noted

· Add to collective CR
· Approved

	368
	82
	Rel6 23.078-CR590 EDS and TDP-RouteSelectFailure
	Alcatel
	· 259 was postponed in last meeting

· CAMEL_OCH_MSC1 procedure: Is this procedure aware of EDS dialogue?

· Sheet 1: Make separate sheet for these 2 states, correct to collective CR. A signle state could be used -> No.

· 
	· Revised to 444

	444
	82
	Rel6 23.078-CR590 EDS and TDP-RouteSelectFailure
	Alcatel
	· Revision of 368
· 
	· Approved w/o presentation -> collective CR

	371
	82
	Rel6 29.078-CRxxx Implementation of enhanced dialled service
	Samung Electronics, SK Telecom
	· 236 was postponed in previous CN2 meeting

· Why not add a bit in CAMEL4functionalities? Stage 2 has this structure.

· Is this the total of 29.078 changes? Yes

· MAP module version 9 shall be referenced here. Responsibility of 29.078 editor. Will require a CR, Rogier will make. All datatypes. No need to change this on this respect.

· Add words “for this call” on page 9 (end of description)
	· Revised to 445

	445
	82
	Rel6 29.078-CRxxx Implementation of enhanced dialled service
	Samung Electronics, SK Telecom
	· Revision of 371
	· Approved w/o presentation

	446
	82
	Rel6 29.078-CR332 Collective CR for Rel6 Enhanced Dialled Services
	Samung Electronics, SK Telecom
	· Content is from 445
	· Provided after the meeting

	
	9
	Future Meetings 
	
	· 
	· 

	
	
	
	
	· Deadline for next meeting tdoc numbers: 15.10 CET noon.

· Deadline for next meeting tdoc distribution: 15.10. end-of-day.
	· 

	
	
	
	
	· 
	· 


