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Introduction

At the last CT Plenary there were concerns raised at the lack of progress in the process for allocating Service ID feature tags. Alcatel-Lucent volunteered to expedite this issue and this paper provides the results.
There are two ways forward for the allocation of Service ID feature tags: 
1. Have the Service ID allocations done within the 3GPP domain.

It is seen that Ericsson has submitted contributions CP-080875 through CP-080879 to this meeting on Replacing xxx with 3gpp in the Urn for ICSI and IARI.
These are exactly the same as the ones that were not accepted at CT1 meeting with the following appearing in the CT1 report:
"It was agreed that the 3GPP-IETF Liaison person (Hannu Hietalahti) asks the IETF ADs that a URN namespace for service identification usages should be assigned within short time (goal is to have an answer on this until the beginning of December 2008 CT plenary). There was consensus on this request from all companies participating the 3GPP CT1 meeting."
2. Use the process from IETF and IANA to allocate values.

After the TelCo, organised by Alcatel-Lucent, good progress has been achieved.
The current status is:
The IETF draft-ietf-sip-service-identification-02 has been issued.

All the issues have now been closed apart from two.
The URN issues have now been closed by the CT1 discussion.
The IETF have sent the draft for its NID review.

The editor will issue a new version shortly based on NID review outcome and after review from other parties and this will go back to IESG.
Offline at the IETF meeting, the template was requested to be put through its NID review (messages in line below).
IETF Communications
Request for the IETF NID Review
To the urn-nid@apps.ietf.org
We'd like to request a review of the informal URN namespace registration in section 4.4 of draft-drage-sipping-service-identification-02.

Jon Peterson

NeuStar, Inc.

From the IETF RAI Co-Area Director

We will push this request through the system as quickly as we can; if all goes it will be available the week of Dec 1st for your use in Athens. I’ll keep you posted if any obstacles emerge.

Jon Peterson

Co-AD, RAI Area IETF

I spoke to Amanda this afternoon about potentially expediting the handling of an upcoming informal URN namespace registration. We are sending this to the urn-nid list for review now, and assuming all goes well, in two weeks time we will want to request that the IANA turn this registration around as quickly as possible. The registration template is in Section 4.4 of:

http://tools.ietf.org/html/draft-drage-sipping-service-identification-02
So, for the moment just a heads-up; if you have any problems with the template please let us know now so we can get them fixed before the urn-nid list review has concluded.

Discussion

One of the outstanding issues is that the Editor needs to do is inform the IESG with a statement saying that all the open issues from the IETF last call have been closed. Ericsson has raised some issues on the draft and if these are maintained then this could jeopardise the completion of the draft in the required timeframe. If this issue is resolved in the manner that is suggested and allowed to be put into the IETF draft (draft-drage-sipping-service-identification), this will allow a specification that the headers can contain any URN. In so doing, this would ensure that the IESG will not approve the draft as this is unacceptable to them, with the consequence there will be no SIP P-headers. So it is hoped that the issue can be resolved on the IETF SIPPING list in a manner that is agreeable to all.
Conclusions
ALU suggest that as recent exceptional efforts have been made to align with the IETF and the draft has almost completed its IETF phases (apart from one outstanding comment), then we should stick to 3GPP's clear principle and CT1's clear request and align with the IETF on SIP issues. 3GPP should not go alone with a singular 3GPP process, in the interest of continued technology independent interoperability that SIP allows for.
