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I. Introduction
This paper discusses the possible answers on the issues in section 3 of CT4 LS (C4-071631). 
II. CS CAT

3.1/ The exact list of customized alerting tones to be supported in the 3GPP CS domain shall be clarified, since directly affecting the procedures of the 3G CS domain. A classification of which CATs among that list should be supported and which other are optional is needed. It is assumed that audio ring back tones when the called subscriber is being alerted constitute the basic CAT service requirements, while other CATs (e.g. progress of communication request, alerting tones during an established call, video CATs) may be regarded as optional.  

Clarifications are expected in particular on which CATs are required to be supported for progress of communication request (call forwarding, call waiting, user busy … ?) and for alerting tones during an established call. 
· We do not see any priority among CAT types, however, alerting tones during an established call may impact in the quality of established CS call. However, upon operator’s policy and discretion the alerting tones during an established call could be supported through some mixing technology. One of example of the alerting tones during an established call is to inform the user if the user cross over the specific charging zone during the call if one big area is divided into several different charging zones based on operator policy and user preferences. Also we would like to point out that the CAT service itself is one of optional services and CAT service policy and CAT types could vary according to each operator’s policy and users’ preferences, so we only expect the capability of CAT services in CS CN.
3.2/ Shall the CAT subscriber have the capability to configure different CATs and CAT preferences for each type of CAT event (ring back tone, forwarding tone, waiting tone…). 

· We are assuming CAT subscribers shall have the capability to configure different CATs and CAT preferences when they subscribe the CAT services and when they would like to update the preferences. It means that CAT preferences and content types would be pre-configured by means of other than CS CN such as Web access. It turns out that this specific requirement does not impact on CS CN. 

3.3/ CAT charging : it is assumed that CAT charging is handled separately by the CAT server and that no specific charging evolutions are expected from (G)MSC servers. Is this assumption confirmed ?
· We are assuming CAT charging is handled separately by the CAT server which means that no specific impact in (G)MSC servers. Also CAT services can be provided for a flat rate per month. We do not see the specific charging evolutionary impact on (G)MSC, however, we do not preclude any possibility on the charging based on call/contents.
3.4/ CAT provisioning/withdrawal, CAT service activation/deactivation/update : are new procedures expected to be supported by the CSCN, or can it be assumed that CAT provisioning/withdrawal and service (de)activation are supported through other means (e.g. WEB access)  or through existing means (e.g. SMS).
The same question arises for the following requirement : 

TS 22.182, sub-clause 4.1 : " It should be possible to inform the user about status and changes in his CAT service, e.g. close expiry date for the CAT service or a particular CAT content". 
· As mentioned in the 3.2, we are assuming CAT provisioning/subscription/withdrawal CAT service activation/deactivation/update and so on would be pre-configured by means of other than CS CN such as Web access. We do not see any CS CN impact for CAT related provisioning. 

3.5/ TS 22.182, sub-clause 4.2.4.1 : " The OIR service takes precedence over the CAT service subscribed by the calling party or by the called party. If the called party has a CAT associated to the calling party’s identity, the service will not be invoked. If the called party has a CAT not associated to the calling party’s identity then the service is invoked."
The rational of such requirement was not understood by some delegates. 
· For example, the called party configured each CAT per specific calling party tel. number and the calling party restricted its number to be indicated to the called party. Then the OIR takes precedence that will be acted in no CAT per calling party would be played.
III. Proposal
After discussion on above mentioned issues and possible answers, if agreed, we can draft possible CR(s) against current TS 22.182 and send reply LS to CT4 based on the outcomes. 
