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Results from SA#38 (SA1)
Here follows a short summary of the results of SA#38 respect to the document submitted by SA1.

We submitted 69 CRs, 9 new WIDs, 2 revised WIDs, 2 TS for information and 3 TRs for approval, together with the proposal for the freeze of R8 and the related exception. We also sent to SA a couple of LSes

Apart form some very minor revisions of some documents (editorials and clarifications), the following shall be remarked respect to SA1 submissions:

· LS (from SA WG1) on proposal for a new TR at SA level on "Emergency requirements in the PS domain for VoIP and emergency services” (S1-071884). The result of the discussion was that SA1 got an action point about discussing the possibility to develop such TR (at SA1 level).

· The new WID proposal dealing with “Stage 1 requirements for service continuity between mobile and WLAN networks” (S1-071898) was rejected at the SA meeting.
· The new WID proposal “Stage 1 Specification of Requirements for Home NodeB/eNodeB” was agreed with a significant change: the CRS were included but the TR part was removed under the consideration that was not clear the relation between the CRs and such TR, and additionally the TR development was not perceived to be urgently required. (As a general rule I think that is not a good idea to put CRs and TRs in the same WID when the TR follows that Crs, it is hard to be explained and not easy to be understood in the context of the SA meeting)

· The two CRs related to 22.248 on “Requirement for (pre-)delivery verification in MBMS”, due to some comment received were sent back to SA1 to be discussed again (S1-071940 and S1-071941). The task is to clarify the exact nature of the information to be exchanged and the meaning of “REAL TIME”.

· The CR to 22.101 (S1-071930) on Requirements for "In Case of Emergency" (ICE) information was sent back to SA1 in order to clarify better the text, and in particular the format of the information. Please note that the WID was agreed (with editorial modifications).

· The TR 22.983 v.1.0.0 Service Alignment & Migration proposed for “one step approval” was only noted for information. There were not any technical comments, so it is only a procedural issue: such procedure was considered to be applicable in exceptional cases extremely well justified.

· The CRs in S1-071944 and S1-071945 EHPLMN case added to the optimization for automatic network selection were slightly revised in the meanings in SP-070913, removing same part of the optimization.

· Our proposal to make a new specification at SA level was substantially agreed, but instead of requiring a new WID, MCC was tasked to provide it (obviously the first SA1 content is form our approved CR to 22.278 introducing the new annex)

· Regarding the freeze of SA, the following SA1 agreements are differing from SA1 original proposal

· ICS study item was granted of an exception with the indication to try to complete it at SA1#39. In general was considered not appropriate to abandon a TR, especially when significant developments was made on it

· SAM WI was granted of an exception also for the TR part, because, as mentioned, the one step approval was not agreed (originally only the exceptions for the CRs was required)

· Home NodeB/eNodeB was granted of an exception only for the CR parts (As mentioned, the TR part was removed)

· OSA-IMS was not frozen under the consideration that more requirements are expected to come from TISPAN shortly

· PWS study item was not granted of an exception and is expected to belong to Rel-9 (not urgent, as the PWS requirements are for Rel-9)

· FS on enhanced voice service requirements for the EPS was not granted of an exception and it is expected to belong to R9 (was not considered urgent because the specification work is expected in any case to belong to Rel-9)

· Study on Service continuity between mobile and WLAN networks was not granted of an exception and it is expected to belong to Rel-9

· The Stage 1 requirements for service continuity between mobile and WLAN networks

· Additionally was discusses the “Stage 1 aspects of MESSIW” case, under that the CR on the issue not approved during the SA1#38 email approval follow up. Under the consideration that was substantially dealing with an alignment with the OMA spec, it was considered that its potential approval was not requiring an exception to R8 freeze.

Attached a full list of the WIDs respect to the stage1 Rel-8 freeze is contained in the attached PPT
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Action Items from SA#38 (SA1)

Here follows the list of the action points from SA#38 for SA1#39

· (AI38-01) Requirements for (pre-)delivery verification in MBMS
The two CRs related to 22.248 on “Requirement for (pre-)delivery verification in MBMS”, due to some comment received were sent back to SA1 to be discussed again (S1-071940 and S1-071941). The task is to clarify the exact nature of the information to be exchanged (at the level of detail useful to guide stage 3 groups) and the meaning of “REAL TIME”.

· (AI38-02) In Case of Emergency
The CR to 22.101 (S1-071930) on Requirements for "In Case of Emergency" (ICE) information was sent back to SA1 in order to clarify better the text, and in particular the format of the information (text? Which maximum dimension?)

· (AI38-03) FMC LS from ITU-T
The Liaison (from ITU-T SG19 and WP 2/13) to 3GPP on approval of Recommendation Q.1762/Y.2802 titled "Fixed-mobile Convergence General Requirements", that was simply noted at the last SA1#38 (SA1 in cc), was treated at SA#38 and was decided to task SA1#39 to provide an answer (in principle a courtesy answer may be enough, u of course a more detailed answer commenting the specification is desirable).

· (AI38-04) TR on Study on Service continuity between mobile and WLAN networks
Two actions were asked on such TR:

· Clarify the definition of “seamless service continuity”

· Verify the reference [2], which is a document not officially public.

· (AI38-05) Multiphase charging
SA1 should revise the WID description to determine if the title of the WID should be Multi-phase rather then two-phase. Additionally the CR on Charging for two(multi)-phases services (22.115 CR0037R3), the table containing "holding time is free of charge" needs to be clarified as an example of the use of the Charging requirement for only charging the actual duration of the rendered service.

· (AI38-06) OMA references
SA1 was asked to clarify and update the references to other relevant bodies in 22.127, taking into account the ongoing changes in such bodies (please refer to approved CR in S1-071867). The list of bodies is already out of date.

· (AI38-07) WI on Network Selection Principles
SA1 was tasked to clarify explicitly the domain of application of such WI, especially in relation with the ongoing work on non 3GPP accesses attached to EPC.

· (AI38-08) Emergency calls
Following the LS sent to SA at the last SA1 meeting dealing with a TR at SA level to collect the emergency call related issues (for packet accesses) and the related discussions, SA1 was tasked to discuss and evaluate the possible development of such TR coordinating it from SA1 prospective.

Additionally the following Action Items are pending from the previous meeting:

· (AI37-02) SMSLSWLAN (ANT Seamless): 
SA1 was asked to align the title of the TR and the title proposed in the WID

· (AI37-03) EData: 
SA1 was asked to clarify:

· the support of terminals with and without (U)SIM

· the potential discrimination between E112 and eCall E112 (answer to LS S1-070296, received at SA1#35).
(please note that that an edata session will be held to solve the issue)

· (AI37-04) Common IMS: 
With reference to the approved CRs to 22.173 and 22.228 Rel-8, SA1 was asked to:

· Rewrite the notes to avoid the presence of embedded requirements

· Remove the abbreviations and definitions already included in 21.905

· (AI37-06) VAS4SMS:
Verify the references in the TR, seems to include WID references, which should be replaced with the correct document.

Volounteers are welcome!
