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Introduction

The following lists of prioritized items linked to approval of TS 23.228 are from S2-010378 approved in Los Angeles. Hopefully at this meeting we will be able to agree sufficient content on the High priority issues for inclusion in TS 23.228 that we will be ready to send the document to SA#11 for approval so that the other TSG working groups such as CN1 can continue their work using a stable document under change control.  There does however arise the question of how to best work with the document once it is under change control since although it may be considered at least 80% stable this also means it may be up to as much as 20% incomplete! Although there is much in the document that is complete and highly stable there are likely at the end of this meeting to be a number of areas where there is still much work to be done (for example IM Emergency Calls and local services provision). Some alternatives methods are presented here to work with the document within SA2 once it is under change control. 

Discussion

As was previously discussed in Los Angeles this list has assigned priorities with the proposed plan that all the High priority items should be completed before presenting to SA#11 (March 01) for approval. That the Medium priority items should be completed prior to SA#12 (June 01) and the remaining low priority items completed prior to SA#13 (September 01).

How best to work with TS 23.228 under change control?

The traditional method is that companies would bring formal CRs to the SA2 meetings. However, within SA2 most of the agreed final text for the IM subsytem has come about after much discussion and drafting input from many companies. Much of the text that makes it into the document is not the same as was originally presented by the submitting company. If every contribution for TS 23.228 at SA2 meetings from now on has to be presented as a formal CR it will create additional overhead on the contributions and slow down the progress of fully completing the document. Another issue is the TS 23.228 annexes that contain information not fully agreed yet. These will probably have to be removed (temporarily) when the document goes to SA for approval since this material can be considered still at the drafting stage and not yet stable. 

Another possible approach is to move the unstable annexes into a Technical Report and then work directly with this Technical Report for adding additional text to TS 23.228 between the SA Plenery meetings. The agreed stable content of the Technical Report would then be presented to the SA plenary as one or more CRs to TS23.228. This may be considered a more efficient way of working and also should reduce the number of CRs to TS23.228 presented to the SA Plenery. It also should reduce the number of documents that we have to keep track of the contents of (we will have just two; TS 23.228 and the new TR) instead of TS 23.228 and many CRs! This is similar to the way we have worked with the Annexes up to now – the new TR would become what the annexes have been and allow SA2 to continue to work in the more productive “drafting mode” which has worked quite well.

A third possibility is a combination of the first two approaches – use the Technical Report for the totally new material (i.e that material that does not modify existing stable text from TS 23.228) but insist that companies bring formal CRs to the SA2 meeting if they advocate modifying the agreed stable text in TS23.228. 

	High Priority Stage 2 Items for Completion
	Priority
	Committed Driving / Contributing Company(s) (High Priority Item Contributions by SA2#17)

	Multi-media call flow scenarios
	H
	Motorola and AT&T

	Security: 

Identification of functional elements involved in security
	H
	Lucent

	Requirements on the interface between P-CSCF and GGSN

· CSCF notification procedures related to PDP context modification, suspension and release.

· Multiple Bearer stream management and procedures.

· QOS admission control and coordination 

-      Call flows for P_CSCF address discovery
	H
	Motorola and AT&T

	Agreement on Service Platform Interfaces (CAMEL–SIP-OSA)
	H
	Nokia

	Cleanup of visited control references
	H
	Ericsson


	Medium and Low Priority Stage 2 Items for Completion
	Priority
	Committed Driving / Contributing Company(s) 

	Call flows showing the allocation of MRF and MGW resources for transcoding, bridging, announcements, etc. to clarify these functional entities, their actions, and the actions of their controllers.
	M
	

	Call Release Call Flow Scenarios
	M
	

	IM to PSTN interworking
	M
	Nortel Networks

	Routing and addressing(Use of Public and Private Ids), use of ENUM services and NAPTR records. 


	M
	

	Multi-point call flow scenarios
	M
	

	Call flows for unregistered mobile
	L
	

	Call flows with CS endpoints where different from PSTN (e.g.,Termination of calls to an IM User in the CS domain)

· 
	M
	Nortel Networks

	Call flows with Internet SIP  endpoint (Codec Transcoding with AMR)
	M  *
	Lucent

	Basic services call flows e.g., call forwarding, call waiting, call transfer, etc. 
	M
	

	Information Flows showing mobility while registered
	M
	

	Information flows showing roaming in CS Domain
	M
	

	Information flows for emergency services
	M
	

	Information flows for local services
	M
	

	Security:

- Information flows for session Authentication/Authorisation 
	M
	

	Information flows for Accounting / charging data 

- Correlation of GPRS charging Id with IM equivelent. 
	M
	

	Number and name portability issues 
	M
	

	- Clarification on use of multiple S_CSCF as implied in 23.228.
	M
	


Note: The Exact List of Medium and Low priority items are still matters for futher discussion.

Proposal

The list of Medium and Low priority items from the above section should be discussed and revised based on input from the S2 group at large. A final list of work items should be agreed upon and a priority order established. This should then be used to organize the agendas of subsequent meetings so that we are addressing the highest priority items first. This would then help to direct contribution activity in the best areas. 

That SA2 based on this list should agree any additional drafting sessions necessary to complete this work to schedule.

That SA2 should discuss and agree the working method for completing TS 23.228 for Release 5. The options being:

1. All changes are by a formal CR brought to the SA2 meeting by the contributing company(s).

2. A new TR is produced containing the current unstable annexes of TS 23.228 and proposed enhancements to TS23.228 may be contributed to this TR without a formal CR being presented to SA2. The agreed stable text from this TR would then be reformatted as a formal CR for presentation to the SA plenary. This TR would have only have a life until SA#13, after which any future proposed changes would have to be presented as a formal CR.

3. A combination of options 1 and 2 with a TR created as above but requiring companies to bring a formal CR to the SA2 meeting if they wish to modify (delete or change) the existing text in TS 23.228.

