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1. Overall Description:

SA1 thank CN4 for their LS  (N4-031062) requesting clarification on Presence service matters.  

To address the assumption and question for SA1:

· If CAMEL features are definitely needed for PLMN operators to realise the Presence service in Release 6, CAMEL phase 4 becomes a mandatory feature for operators wishing to provide the service.  CN4 asks SA1 and SA2 whether the non-IMS Presence service should be independent of CAMEL or is it acceptable that certain mechanisms defined for CAMEL shall be used to realise the Presence service?

From SA1 perspective:

· Note, that the Stage 1 makes no reference to the term “IMS Presence” and the Presence service is not an IMS specific feature.  "TS 22.141;Presence Service" has no mention of IMS.  It is at the Stage 2 level that the decision has been made that IMS provides a suitable architectural platform to support the Presence service.

· Many 3GPP functional entities can provide Presence information to the Presence server, which is a functional entity defined by Stage 2, and CAMEL is just one of these features that could be used to provide Presence information but it is up to implementation whether to use CAMEL or not. The Presence service is independent of CAMEL and the relevant "TS 22.141;Presence Service" has no mention of CAMEL.

· SA1 notes that the issue raised by CN4 is related to the stage 1 requirement that the Presence Information “may include a network status attribute describing the connectivity state of the device used by the 3GPP subscriber. This attribute could for example be defined using information describing  the subscriber’s state of connectivity to the network (e.g. CS attached, CS Call active with bearer information, IMS registered, PDP context information etc…).”  The examples of “network status attribute” given in TS 22.141section 5.3 are examples of what might be included in the presence information and are not required.

· SA1 acknowledges that CAMEL mechanisms (e.g. capabilities in CAP/MAP) can provide Presence information but SA1 would like to keep to the assumption that the Presence Service is independent of CAMEL.  SA1 strongly encourages CN4 to find solutions for providing this optional information that avoid the need for an operator to fully deploy CAMEL Phase 4 features in order to provide the  “network status attribute”.   

It is our understanding that certain CAMEL capabilities can provide network presence information but we do not see these features as mandatory for support of network presence information.  With this in mind, it does not follow that CAMEL Phase 4 Rel-5 is definitely needed for PLMN operators to realise Presence in their Rel-6 networks.  Mandating this may in fact delay deployment of the Presence service for those operators who do not implement or have different rollout plan for CAMEL Phase 4.

In summary, it is not acceptable to mandate CAMEL mechanisms to realise the Presence service.

2. Actions:

To CN4 group.

ACTION: 
SA1 asks CN4 group, from the information above, to work on the basis that:

"CAMEL mechanisms may be used to realise the Presence service in Rel-6"
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