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Please find below my summary of the CN4#22bis 

A list of all agreed output documents is in N4-040376.
IMS
We agreed various corrections on 29.329, 29.229 and 29.228 for Rel-5 and Rel-6. 

Diameter coordination:
At the last plenary CN4 received the action item to be the coordinator related to diameter in 3GPP.  The coordination will be done with a new specification and we agreed on a first draft of TS 29.230 (N4-040465) as basis for future work. An annex of the specification contains a proposal how CN4 see their coordination rule.

A LS (N4-040466) is agreed to be send to the other groups in 3GPP who are also making use of diameter (SA5 and CN3) asking them for comments on the new specification. 

Diameter version control

2 proposals were discussed on version control:

· Application-Id plus Version AVP

a new version of the application is identified with a new value in the version AVP.

· with new application identifier

a new version of the application is identified with a new application identifier

A decision was postponed to the next meeting. Comments on the proposals should be made prior the next meeting.  It was requested that the description of the solution shall show how it works with relay agents and/or redirects involved.

WLAN
For the Wa and Wx protocols progress was made with respect to command codes ABNF, AVPs, and Error codes. 

We agreed as a starting point that also in the case when we add only a parameter in a message which we are reusing the complete message will be shown in the specification. Optimisations could be done later.

We clarified that the APN-Authorisation AVP could have the value WLAN_APN_HOME (0) if access is allowed in home PLMN only and WLAN_APN_VISITED (1) if access is allowed in visited PLMNs and home PLMN
Open  issue:

If a new parameter needs to be added to a message which is mandatory for Wa and/or Wx it is left open to introduce use a new application identifier or if the parameter is added as conditional or optional and the application needs to check the presence of the parameter and generates application error if the parameter is not present.  One company indicated that they would prefer the solution which makes use of error cases on application level. A note has to be added in the specification to highlight this.

New revision of the WLAN stage 3 specification is produced TS 29.234 1.3.2 in Document N4-040476
GUP
We agreed on a couple of editors notes to reflect open issues and point of discussions which needs to be clarified..

We have agreed to add detailed schema definitions when the document is getting stable.
Open issue: 

· We do not agree which XML schema language shall be chosen. Weacceppted to add one example as an informative annex to the specification.
· We discussed which kind of coding of the XML schema shall be used. Band with saving and performance should be taken into account when a solution is chosen.  We agreed to insert  the editors note: A clear subset of the W3C XML schema should be used in the context of GUP schema this subset needs to be properly defined, taking into account interaction with other iniatives such as ITU fast web services and XML encoding rules for ASN.1. 

We discussed documents and detected that they are in contradiction with the working assumption(N4-040297) of our last meeting CN4#22 and do not give any explanation why the working assumption was challenged. 

The meeting agreed: If a company wants to challenge the working assumption they should do this openly giving sound technical reasons.
After some discussion regarding responsibility the meeting agreed the Vodafone proposal: that our report shall clearly state that the decision to Xpath, XML schemas or subsets of this are under the responsibility of CN4.
New revision of the GUP stage 3 specification is produced TS 29.240 0.3.0 in Document N4-040492. 
Joint meeting T2  and CN4 on GUP:
At the beginning of the joint meeting Ian Harris (Chairman T2) indicated that T2 will not continue to work on GUP, they are looking for a home for their specifications. After this introduction he handed over to the sub-working group chairman for GUP in T2 Prem Sood.

T2 has made short presentations of their specification:

· TS 23.241 is a kind of stage 2.5 and it was approved at the last T2 plenary. The actual version is 6.0.0. This specification has overlapping with CN4 specification 29.240. It was seen as necessary that the 2 specification needs to be a lined. CN4 was asked if they would like to take over the responsibility of 23.241, no objections were raised. 
· TS 24.241 is more or less only the skeleton of  a specification with  view content.
 T2 mentioned that they will send a LS to SA2, T, CN and CN4 raising the question of changing responsibility of their GUP specification. They would like to handover their specifications to CN4.
