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Introduction:

In the last meeting several MSC Server assisted mid-call feature issues were identified. After the meeting, the issues were discussed in the two conference calls and the comments are collected in the attached XLS document.

Summary of the current state:

Issue 1: feature name

This issue can be closed without further actions as SA2 agreed "MSC Server assisted mid-call feature" as the feature name in S2-095418. I.e. CT1 and SA2 are aligned.
Issue 2: capability indications

Issue 3: how the UE knows whether the held session is transferred or not

CR C1-094303 contains the only proposal presented since the last CT1 meeting. If agreed, the issue can be closed.

Issue 4: coexistence of ICS and MSC Server assisted mid-call feature

SA2 agreed S2-095665 which describes how the SCC AS acts when the ICS UE indicated the ICS capabilities in the session set up. The CRs C1-094304, C1-094305 attempts to convert the SA2 CR to 24.237. If agreed, the issue can be closed.
Issue 5: how to transfer the Session State Information for held session

CRs C1-094304, C1-094305, C1-094306, C1-094307 contains the only proposal presented since the last CT1 meeting. If agreed, the issue can be closed.

Issue 6: how to transfer the Session State Information related to conferencing

A separate discussion paper in C1-094309 covers the conferencing issues.
Issue 7: transaction identifiers synchronization between UE and MSC Server

Non conferencing sessions - CRs C1-094304, C1-094305 contains the only proposal presented since the last CT1 meeting. If agreed, the issue can be restricted to conferencing case only.

Conferencing sessions - A separate discussion paper in C1-094309 covers the conferencing issues.
Issue 8: several sessions in CS domain with MPTY in MSC Server not enhanced for ICS

SA2 discussed the concept but did not agree the concept for rel-9. This issue can be closed.

Issue 9: transfer of held session when only held session(s) exist
SA2 postponed the CR introducing the single held session transfer. According to my SA2 colleagues the SA2 would like to cover the case but was not sure what method CT1 prefers. To close the issue, CT1 should

· agree the proposal in CRs C1-094304, C1-094305, C1-094306, C1-094307 and send an LS to SA2 to consider updating the 23.237 accordingly; or

· remove the single held session transfer from the CRs C1-094304, C1-094305, C1-094306, C1-094307 and send an LS to SA2 requesting clarification on the single held session transfer case.
Issue 10: usage of SDP body in URI of the Refer-To header as in the CRs discussed at the conf. calls may have implications to other features and may be difficult to agree until the other features are settled
Updated CRs which were discussed at the conf. calls are uploaded as Atl1 (CRs C1-094301, C1-094304, C1-094306). In Atl1, the held session access transfer follows the PS-PS access transfer procedures. The MSC Server / UE must provide an SDP offer with correct order of media lines. To be able to do so, UE / MSC Server is informed about the used order of the media lines in SDP body in "body" header of the Refer-To URI of the REFER request. 
Alternatively, SCC AS can handle the held session access transfer using dedicated procedures (distinct from the PS-PS access transfer) as shown in the Atl2 (CRs C1-094302, C1-094305, C1-094307) and accept any order of the media lines in the received SDP. Therefore the SDP body in "body" header of the Refer-To URI of the REFER request is not needed. However, to distinguish the held session access transfer from the PS-PS access transfer, the Refer-To URI of the REFER request must be set to a dedicated held session transfer PSI belonging to the SCC AS (instead of the remote UE target address as in PS-PS access transfer). 
If any of the Alt1 or Alt2 is agreed, the issue can be closed.

