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To: 3GPP_TSG_CN_WG5_JOINTAPIWORK@LIST.ETSI.FR

Subject: P_ADDRESS_PLAN_ANY

All,

I noticed in the Chairman's report for Tuesday that BT's contribution on the

introduction of a P_ADDRESS_PLAN_ANY wasn't agreed.  A question given in the

report asked why the requirement can't be covered by the existing address-types

using star wild-cards.

Currently, there is no way for an APL to indicate that it doesn't care what the

address plan is for a notification.  P_ADDRESS_PLAN_NOT_PRESENT implies to us

that the APL only wants the notification to fire for an address that is not

present.  Maybe it is some kind of screening application that wants to make sure

that calls without CLIs are not passed across.

So, the APL can place notifications for any address string for a given address

plan, but not for ANY address string for ANY address plan.  There is no way for

it to indicate that at all.

We think that applications may want this flexibility and would like to ask the

meeting to reconsider the BT contribution (N5-010517) in light of the arguments

above.

Also, the contribution contains other parts as well, other corrections to valid

and invalid address strings.

Cheers,

Gareth

