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Triggered by an LS from RAN#40 in SP-080346 and a company contribution in SP-080326 there was a draft session held during SA #40, 2nd June 2008 on the topic of voice in a mixed LTE and 2G/3G environment. 

The starting point was that some companies believe that 3GPP has too many overlapping solutions addressing the same problem of voice session continuity. 

From there on we touched upon the following issues

· The GERAN solution, is there one or not? The GERAN chair reported that a solution has been worked on but that further work has been suspended. As a result most of the discussion focused on the remaining two solutions, i.e. those coming from RAN2 and SA2 respectively. 
· It was discussed whether there is justification or not, based on use cases, to aim for one single (from UE perspective) solution. There were many companies (but not all) that believe 3GPP should try to identify one single solution for IMS based voice session continuity. There were various ways discussed on how that could be done, e.g. further discussion during this week, liaise with RAN2/SA2 and resume the discussion at the SA#41, have a work shop during next cycle, postpone all of VCC to Rel -9. In all these ways forward it was argued that 3GPP should analyse whether the SRVCC solution in SA2 could be expanded to also cover HSPA -> 2G/3G CS continuity or whether the RAN2 work can be expanded to cover also the LTE -> 2G/3G CS continuity.  It was also proposed as a way forward that the SA2 and RAN2 solutions should be analysed and potentially somewhat redesigned so that they become complimentary and not over lapping. 
· It was also discussed if 3GPP could prioritise between LTE -> 2G/3G CS and HSPA -> 2G/3G CS. With such a priority we could have one use case catered for in Rel -8 and another one added in Rel -9. This would save, it was argued, meeting time in working groups.

· It was not possible to reach any agreements






