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1
Opening of the meeting

The CT WG1 Chairman, Mr. Hannu Hietalahti and the SA WG2 Chairman, Mr. Magnus Olsson, opened the meeting which was hosted by ETSI, in Sophia Antipolis, France.

2
Approval of the agenda

CSJ 050001: Draft agenda for Joint Meetings. This was introduced by the SA WG2 Chairman. A document allocation list was provided over e-mail by the SA WG2 Chairman for information. There were no comments on the agenda, so the draft agenda was approved.

2.1
IPR Call Reminder


The Chairman of the joint meeting made the following call for IPRs, and asked ETSI members to check the latest version of ETSI's policy available on the web server:

	The attention of the delegates to the meeting of this Technical Specification Group was drawn to the fact that 3GPP Individual Members have the obligation under the IPR Policies of their respective Organizational Partners to inform their respective Organizational Partners of Essential IPRs they become aware of.

The delegates were asked to take note that they were thereby invited:

-    to investigate whether their organization or any other organization owns IPRs which were, or were likely to become Essential in respect of the work of 3GPP.

-    to notify their respective Organizational Partners of all potential IPRs, e.g., for ETSI, by means of the IPR Statement and the Licensing declaration forms (http://webapp.etsi.org/Ipr/).


3
Input Liaison statements

CSJ 050021: LS (from SA WG2) on Same MSISDN for CS and IMS subscriptions for CSI. SA WG2 asks SA WG1 to provide advice on whether it is acceptable to constrain the MSISDN for IMS and CS subscriptions to be the same, and to report the result of this assessment to SA WG2 and the Joint meeting with CT WG1 to take place on the 14th of July in Sophia Antipolis, France. A response to this was received from SA WG1 in CSJ 050022 which was reviewed. This LS was then noted. The P‑CR in the attachment (S1‑051683) was updated in CSJ 050027, indicating that the system behaviour is not defined if the MSISDN numbers are different (rather than "unexpected service experience"). The P-CR in CSJ 050027 was reviewed and agreed for inclusion in the draft TS by the Editor in time for the next CT WG1 meeting. The editor was also asked to forward this document to the SA WG1 management team by e-mail.
CSJ 050022: Reply LS (from SA WG1) on Same MSISDN for CS and IMS subscriptions for CSI. SA WG1 thank SA WG2 for bringing the potential problem described in LS (S2-051869/S1-050758) to their attention, and the request for advice on whether it is acceptable to constrain the MSISDN for IMS and CS subscriptions to be the same. SA WG1 note also the need to report the result of this assessment to SA WG2 and the Joint meeting with CT WG1 taking place on the 14th of July in Sophia Antipolis, France. Having considered the issue, SA WG1 agree that, in order to ensure the successful exchange of capability information and to reduce the chances of a combinational call set-up failure, the MSISDN used for the IMS session should be the same as the MSISDN used for the CS call. SA WG1 would welcome early confirmation from SA WG2, ideally via e-mail immediately following the SA WG2 and CT WG1 joint meeting on 14 July 2005, that this advice will be included in TS 23.279 prior to its re-submission to TSG SA#29 for approval. The CT WG1 Chairman reported that if the CSI is defined using the same MSISDN numbers, this will work, but it is up to the Operators to implement the service in a way which works on their Networks. It was clarified that if the requirement is to have the same MSISDN number for the IMS and CS calls, this has an impact on CSI. It was agreed that for CSI Phase 1, the solution where the MSISDN should be the same for the two domains will be specified. For Phase 2, this may be reviewed and different number solutions may be chosen. It was noted that the feasibility of the protocol implementation still needs to be verified for this requirement. These comments were included in the revised P‑CR in CSJ 050027 (see CSJ 050021 above).

4
CSI documents in SA WG2 area

CSJ 050002: TS 23.279 overview presentation. This was provided by SA WG2. This presentation outlines a proposal for how to introduce TS 23.279 to CT WG1 delegates. It was commented that the flow in Slide 9 appears to use the options which they were not intended for and it was conjectured that tying the options to a service will result in the sending of many options messages for the CSI call when more services are introduced. The viability and desirability of this needs to be studied. It was explained that the intention is to include in the calling preferences the expectations of the call, so if there are other services this would include all options for the requested services, rather than a lot of separate option sets. It was clarified that on Slides 9 and 10 the identification is based on correlation of identities. It was clarified that the use in the slides of INVITE with media inactive is only an example and other scenarios are also in the stage 2. There was some discussion over the options sets and it was decided to take this into account when discussing other contributions on similar topics. This contribution was then noted.

CSJ 050005: CSI open item list based on TS 23.279 v2.1.2. This was introduced by Ericsson. This contribution is an attempt to highlight the known/remaining open items on CSI phase 1 stage 2 after SA2#47 (Montreal) based on TS 23.279 v2.1.2. It was asked whether there is a need, from the SA WG1 view, to have radio environment update. It was clarified that there is a need for this in certain environments but the signalling load needs to be taken into account. It was also commented that UUS services have not been deployed in many networks due to commercial reasons (and fraud issues). It was commented that this would be necessary in order to manage the decision to handover. It was commented that the UE capabilities exchange should be separated from the Radio environment information exchange to determine the usefulness of these two types of information exchanges. Off-line discussion was encouraged and this contribution was noted.

5
CSI documents in CT WG1 area

5.1
Radio capability exchange

There were no specific contributions under this agenda item.

5.2
SIP based UE terminal capability exchange

CSJ 050014: OPTIONS flow for CSI. This was introduced by LM Ericsson. TS 23.279 states "It is highly advantageous if the set of services that can be supported between two endpoints is known to the endpoints when (or shortly after) communication is established. This information can be used to provide an indication to the user of the services that are available for a particular user-to-user communication session". In the case where the CS bearer is set-up before the IMS session one mean to perform this is to use OPTIONS method. This paper discusses how OPTIONS can be used. It was commented that although this is a compromise solution for CSI Phase 1 CSI that this problem should be taken to the IETF in order to get a resolution for future work and requirements. It was also commented that the mechanism should be generic in order to allow information exchange for other services than CSI. It was reported that the list does not reflect the latest stage 2 draft and other information items are now included, so this should not be taken as a complete list at this stage. It was questioned both how generic this is and how extensible it is for future capability requests. It was clarified that there is a request to reply from any terminal, so even if it is sent to a non-CSI terminal, a response will still be returned. It was commented that the sending of two hints of preferred identity will not currently result in two identity headers in IMS as only one "hint" is expected by the P-CSCF. The CT WG1 Chairman pointed out that as this OPTIONS-method is the only proposal currently available, that it could be taken as a working assumption and investigations made on the solutions and the IETF work to verify the assumption. It was further suggested that 4-message approach is taken which does not require IETF changes and optimisation of the message exchange can be considered later. It was decided to check further contributions on this topic in order try to come to a conclusion. After discussion the contribution was noted.

CSJ 050003: Optimized capability exchange. This was introduced by Ericsson. An accompanying contribution discusses the stage 2 proposal for an optimized UE capability exchange. If the outcome of the discussion is to not include any capabilities in an OPTIONS request, then the stage 2 should be aligned with that decision. It was commented that the flow diagrams contain some messages which do not describe the contents of the messages. It was explained that this is described in detail in the Stage 3. It was agreed to concentrate on a solution for the Phase 1 work, as the future requirements for Phase 2 CSI is not yet known. Richard Brook (3) agreed to follow the IETF work on capability exchange mechanisms. The Editor of the draft TS (Ericsson) agreed re-phrase the Step 5 of this contribution in line with comments received and to update the draft with the rest of this proposal.
CSJ 050007: Exchange of UE capability information. This was introduced by LM Ericsson. This paper proposes specification text for the exchange of UE Capability information based on TS 23.279 V2.1.0. It was clarified that "periodical update" in bullet 3) was intended to be done when options are sent to a terminal when decided necessary, rather than in fixed time intervals. This needs to be clarified in the text, as the cases when the update is needed should be specified. It was noted that the requirement to convert numbers not in international format into international format was not clear to implement and this should be clarified or removed. It was re-iterated that it had been assumed that there would only be one identity in the P-Preferred identity header and it was noted that this will need investigation for the need for more than one and the impact of this. After lengthy discussion there was no disagreement on the principle of the proposal and the author was asked to update it in line with the comments made and input it into the next CT WG1 meeting for further consideration (postponed).
CSJ 050013: Registration of UE Capability Information for CSI. This was introduced by LM Ericsson. TS 23.279 has been sent for approval at the June Plenary, the TS is therefore considered sufficiently stable to begin the specification text for the Stage 3 work. This paper proposes specification text for the registration of UE Capability information based on TS 23.279 V2.0.0. According to section 7.3 of TS 23.279, a UE may use the SIP UA capability registration mechanism outlined in RFC 3840 and endorsed by TS 23.228. The capabilities that the UE may register is CS Voice capability. It was clarified that this is used to route the OPTION request to the CSI supporting terminal as documented in the Stage 2. The feature tag name is given, but the use of it should be specified too. The use of "only supports audio" in 6.1.3.1.1 was considered incorrect. Some grammatical corrections were also considered necessary. The principle of the proposal was agreed and the authors were asked to update the contribution and contribute it to the next CT WG1 meeting (postponed).

CSJ 050016: IMS session set up. This was introduced by LM Ericsson. This contribution proposes to add text to the TR: 6.1.3.1.3 Session initiation - originating case; and 6.1.3.1.4 Session initiation - terminating case. In 6.1.3.1.3, the P-Asserted ID should be the P-Preferred ID. In 6.1.3.1.4, the first paragraph should be shortened to "When the terminating CUA receives an initial INVITE it shall apply the procedures as specified in 3GPP TS 24.229 [5]". The establishment of the CS and IMS should be clarified to be one at a time, not a combined CS and IMS call set-up. The establishment of the CS session should be clarified before establishment of an IMS session. There was an issue on whether the terminal has the URI information when performing set-up. It should be spec how mobile uses the cache, including the size, or clearly indicate that such an optimisation is possible and not excluded, but not document how to do this. This was postponed for further discussion in CT WG1 and the authors were asked to update it and contribute it to the next CT WG1 meeting. The CT WG1 Chairman requested that contributions contain the full title of referenced documents (e.g. 3GPP TS 24.299) in future.

CSJ 050019: CS call set up  This was introduced by LM Ericsson. This contribution proposes to add text to the TR: 6.1.3.1.2 CS call set-up – originating; and 6.1.3.1.3 Session initiation - terminating case. It was noted that an IMS session cannot be set up using TS 24.008, so the wording should be changed to clarify the actual meaning. It was recognised that this is misleading as the TS 24.008 call set-up does not specify the UUS part. This was postponed for the authors to revise to take comments into account for the next CT WG1 meeting.

5.3
MSISDN number exchange in SIP

CSJ 050017: Updated skeleton of TR 24.879. This was introduced by LM Ericsson. It is proposed that further input documents to TR 24.879 is based on the attached TR. It was commented that there should not be a split between the protocols, due to the large number of interactions between them that can be expected. It was suggested that the skeleton should be left as it was until contribution is received and any problems with the structure identified. It was reported that some contributions at this meeting are based on this new structure. It was suggested that RFC 3840 (reference [16]) does not exist in the TR and should be removed from the proposal. With this reference removed, the document was revised in CSJ 050029 which was approved to be used for future updates and review of the structure in CT WG1.
CSJ 050020: Description of Information Exchange in Stage 3. This was introduced by Samsung. Information exchange between Users to enable them to attempt, request and use combinational services is an essential part of the CSI feature. When one looks into TS 23.279, there is a dedicated clause, Clause 8, titled Information Flows that provides the Stage 2 intentions of how Information Flows should take place. These Stage 2 intentions and requirements need to be elaborated in the Stage 3. Such information is an important 'glue' of how the feature works. This not only provides insights but also ensure proper inter-working of UEs from different equipment vendors. This essential part appears to be missing in TR 24.879. It was reported that the position of the new clauses was not fixed, but the inclusion in the draft TR was considered important. It was agreed that this would be more appropriate as Clause 5 in the draft TR. It was clarified that the detailed content of these clauses (including the flows and message encoding) was left for CT WG1 to discuss but the information should be kept together and not spread around the TR. It was also considered that information storage should be included in this clause, this can be discussed in CT WG1. It was proposed that the Clause title should be "Capability Information Exchange" and the sub-clauses should not be included at this point, but left for CT WG1 to develop. It was decided to postpone this proposal to the next CT WG1 meeting and the authors were asked to re-submit this to the meeting.

5.4
CSI Session / Call establishment

There were no specific contributions under this agenda item.

5.5
Supplementary services

There were no specific contributions under this agenda item.

5.6
Other CSI issues

CSJ 050015: CUA and CSIS Role descriptions. This was introduced by LM Ericsson. TS 23.279 has been sent for approval at the June Plenary, the TS is therefore considered sufficiently stable to begin the specification text for the Stage 3 work. This paper proposes specification text for description of the roles of CSI User Agent (CUA) and CSI Server (CSIS) in the TR that may be implemented by the functional entities: UA and AS. The CUA is mandatory for the implementation of CSI, whilst the CSIS is optional. This was not handled due to lack of time.
CSJ 050018: Functional Entity Descriptions. This was introduced by LM Ericsson. TS 23.279 has been sent for approval at the June Plenary, the TS is therefore considered sufficiently stable to begin the specification text for the Stage 3 work. This paper proposes specification text for description of the functional entities in the TR. According to the TS 23.279, there are two main functional entities for CSI; the User Agent (UA) and the Application Server (AS).  The UA is mandatory for the implementation of CSI, whilst the AS is optional. This was not handled due to lack of time.
6
Output Liaison Statements

CSJ 050028: Draft LS to SA WG2 on IPv4 support for Fixed Broadband Access. This was introduced by RIM. CT WG1 and TISPAN WG3 held a joint meeting to discuss enhancements to IMS required for fixed broadband access to IMS. During this meeting contributions were discussed which proposed modification to TS 24.229 to meet the TISPAN requirements for support of IPv4 IMS entities. Based on the current SA WG2 decisions documented in TS 23.221 that mandate support by IMS entities of IPv6 CT WG1 and TISPAN WG3 struggled to find appropriate stage 3 wording that would both satisfy the requirements of TISPAN and meet the current mandates in the IMS stage 2. CN WG1 requests SA WG2 to take the attached contribution and discussion above into account and provide guidance to CT WG1 on how to proceed: Either: Proceed in reaching agreement on proposed changes to TS 24.229 on the basis of the attached contribution; or Proceed on the basis of SA WG2 making appropriate changes to TS 23.221 allowing TS 24.229 to remain IP version neutral. It was considered better to only ask for guidance to CT WG1 on how to proceed. It was noted that TISPAN document 07TD395r2 was not available and it was agreed to attach 07TD395r1 instead. It was clarified that the LS is addressing UEs and other editorial changes made. It was decided also to send this final version to TISPAN WG3 and also copied to TSG CT for information. The LS was revised in CSJ 050030 which was approved.

7
A.O.B.

CSJ 050023: Inclusion of Reason Header in Responses. This was introduced by Deutsche Telekom. Presented to TISPAN WG3 CT WG1 joint meeting as TISPAN 07TD399. Reason for Change: For trustworthiness it is needed that the History header belongs also to the Headers where privacy rules are approaching to. This is needed because of information that could be sent over the boundary even if it is not wished in each case by the user/s which are expressing their privacy within the History Header field. Connected and untrusted networks can misuse the History header for other purposes than it was intended. The clauses affected needed completion and the summary of change clarified. The CR was postponed to the next CT WG1 meeting for consideration. The author was asked to update the CR and re-submit a revision to the next CT WG1 meeting.
CSJ 050025: Support of Overlap in TS 24.229. This was introduced by T-Mobile. This discussion has the intention to start the discussion on concepts and procedures for Overlap signalling within the IMS. At the last ETSI/TISPAN meeting it was discussed, if the Overlap signalling procedures are supported within the IMS TS 24.229. This discussion came up when the Interworking between PSTN/ISDN and the IMS was discussed. For supporting Overlap, additions to the IMS are needed. This contribution was sent to SA WG2 to discuss this contribution and give some guidance where such concepts and procedures should be included. The Overlap issue will be discussed at the next joint TISPAN/3GPP meeting in Sophia Antipolis and Deutsche Telekom will come up with contributions to include the Overlap into the regarding documents. This contribution shows an analysis based on Stage 3 call flows that the OVERLAP procedures are inline within Q.1912.5.

CSJ 050024: 24819: Inclusion of Overlap. This was introduced by T-Mobile. In a companion contribution 07TD182 a analysis of Overlap signalling is shown. The conclusion is that TS 24.229 needs to be changed that Overlap can be supported. In the following section the conclusions of TD182 are shown. With regard to this conclusions it is proposed to include Overlap in WI3019/TS24.229.

It was agreed that these should be discussed in SA WG2 before the protocol work is done in CT WG1 and were noted at this meeting. It was also noted that the TISPAN work will continue and some co-ordination of this work in the two bodies is desirable (these two contributions were postponed).

CSJ 050026: Draft Report of Joint Meetings 3GPP SA2/TISPAN2 and 3GPP CT1/TISPAN3. This was provided for information and was noted. Comments to the draft report should be sent to the Secretary (M. Pope) by 22 July 2005, 12.00 CET. If no objections are received, the report will be considered as approved by CT WG1 and SA WG2. (It will also be sent to TISPAN WG2 and TISPAN WG3 by the Secretary).

8
Closing

The Chairmen of the joint meeting thanked the hosts, ETSI, for the meeting arrangements and the delegates for attending and contributing to this joint meeting. He thanked the Secretary, Mr. M. Pope, MCC, for taking the minutes of this meeting. The meeting was then closed.
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	---
	---
	---
	---
	
	---
	---

	5.2
	---
	SIP based UE terminal capability exchange
	---
	---
	---
	---
	---
	---
	---
	---
	---
	
	---
	---

	5.3
	---
	MSISDN number exchange in SIP
	---
	---
	---
	---
	---
	---
	---
	---
	---
	
	---
	---

	5.4
	---
	CSI Session / Call establishment
	---
	---
	---
	---
	---
	---
	---
	---
	---
	Contributions on both combinational call and combinational session case will be covered in this agenda item
	---
	---

	5.5
	---
	Supplementary services
	---
	---
	---
	---
	---
	---
	---
	---
	---
	Which supplementary services need to be supported? The current stage 1 in 22.279 (version 1.0.1 that was noted in SA #28) does not clearly identify this…
	---
	---

	5.6
	---
	Other CSI issues
	---
	---
	---
	---
	---
	---
	---
	---
	---
	Contributions related with CSI in CT1 but not matching any of the above agenda items.
	---
	---

	6
	---
	Output Liaison Statements
	---
	---
	---
	---
	---
	---
	---
	---
	---
	
	---
	---

	7
	---
	A.O.B.
	---
	---
	---
	---
	---
	---
	---
	---
	---
	Some FBI documents may be forwarded here from the TISPAN joint meeting on the same week if needed. This agenda item has lower priority than the others.
	---
	---

	8
	---
	Closing
	---
	---
	---
	---
	---
	---
	---
	---
	---
	
	---
	---

	2
	CSJ-050001
	AGENDA
	Draft Agenda for the Joint meeting
	Joint Meeting Chairmen
	-
	-
	-
	-
	-
	-
	CSI
	Draft Agenda for the Joint Meeting
	
	Approved

	4
	CSJ-050002
	TS
	TS 23.279 overview presentation
	SA WG2
	23.279
	-
	-
	-
	2.1.0
	Rel-7
	CSI
	This presentation outlines a proposal for how to introduce TS 23.279 to CT WG1 delegates.
	It was commented that the flow in Slide 9 appears to use the options which they were not intended for and it was conjectured that tying the options to a service will result in the sending of many options messages for the CSI call when more services are introduced. The viability and desirability of this needs to be studied. It was explained that the intention is to include in the calling preferences the expectations of the call, so if there are other services this would include all options for the requested services, rather than a lot of separate option sets. It was clarified that on Slides 9 and 10 the identification is based on correlation of identities. It was clarified that the use in the slides of INVITE with media inactive is only an example and other scenarios are also in the stage 2. There was some discussion over the options sets and it was decided to take this into account when discussing other contributions on similar topics. This contribution was then noted.
	Noted. Options Issue to be further discussed

	5.2
	CSJ-050003
	
	Optimized capability exchange
	Ericsson
	-
	-
	-
	-
	-
	-
	CSI
	An accompanying contribution discusses the stage 2 proposal for an optimized UE capability exchange. If the outcome of the discussion is to not include any capabilities in an OPTIONS request, then the stage 2 should be aligned with that decision.
	It was commented that the flow diagrams contain some messages which do not describe the contents of the messages. It was explained that this is described in detail in the Stage 3. It was agreed to concentrate on a solution for the Phase 1 work, as the future requirements for Phase 2 CSI is not yet known. Richard Brook (3) agreed to follow the IETF work on capability exchange mechanisms. The Editor of the draft TS (Ericsson) agreed re-phrase the Step 5 of this contribution in line with comments received and to update the draft with the rest of this proposal.
	Agreed to be added to the draft TS, Edtor to re-phrase Step 5

	-
	CSJ-050004
	
	WITHDRAWN
	
	-
	-
	-
	-
	-
	-
	
	WITHDRAWN
	WITHDRAWN
	WITHDRAWN

	4
	CSJ-050005
	
	CSI open item list based on TS 23.279 v2.1.2
	NEC
	23.279
	-
	-
	-
	2.1.2
	Rel-7
	CSI
	This contribution is an attempt to highlight the known/remaining open items on CSI phase 1 stage 2 after SA2#47 (Montreal) based on TS 23.279 v2.1.2.
	
	Noted

	-
	CSJ-050006
	
	WITHDRAWN
	
	-
	-
	-
	-
	-
	-
	
	WITHDRAWN
	WITHDRAWN
	WITHDRAWN

	5.2, 5.3
	CSJ-050007
	
	Exchange of UE capability information
	LM Ericsson
	23.279
	-
	-
	-
	2.1.0
	Rel-7
	CSI
	This paper proposes specification text for the exchange of UE Capability information based on TS 23.279 V2.1.0.
	It was clarified that "periodical update" in bullet 3) was intended to be done when options are sent to a terminal when decided necessary, rather than in fixed time intervals. This needs to be clarified in the text, as the cases when the update is needed should be specified. It was noted that the requirement to convert numbers not in international format into international format was not clear to implement and this should be clarified or removed. It was re-iterated that it had been assumed that there would only be one identity in the P-Preferred identity header and it was noted that this will need investigation for the need for more than one and the impact of this. After lengthy discussion there was no disagreement on the principle of the proposal and the author was asked to update it in line with the comments made and input it into the next CT WG1 meeting for further consideration.
	No disagreement on the principle of the proposal and the author was asked to update it in line with the comments made and input it into the next CT WG1 meeting for further consideration

	-
	CSJ-050008
	
	WITHDRAWN
	
	-
	-
	-
	-
	-
	-
	
	WITHDRAWN
	WITHDRAWN
	WITHDRAWN

	-
	CSJ-050009
	
	WITHDRAWN
	
	-
	-
	-
	-
	-
	-
	
	WITHDRAWN
	WITHDRAWN
	WITHDRAWN

	-
	CSJ-050010
	
	WITHDRAWN
	
	-
	-
	-
	-
	-
	-
	
	WITHDRAWN
	WITHDRAWN
	WITHDRAWN

	-
	CSJ-050011
	
	WITHDRAWN
	
	-
	-
	-
	-
	-
	-
	
	WITHDRAWN
	WITHDRAWN
	WITHDRAWN

	-
	CSJ-050012
	
	WITHDRAWN
	
	-
	-
	-
	-
	-
	-
	
	WITHDRAWN
	WITHDRAWN
	WITHDRAWN

	5.2
	CSJ-050013
	OTHER
	Registration of UE Capability Information for CSI
	LM Ericsson
	23.279
	-
	-
	-
	2.0.0
	Rel-7
	CSI
	TS 23.279 has been sent for approval at the June Plenary, the TS is therefore considered sufficiently stable to begin the specification text for the Stage 3 work. This paper proposes specification text for the registration of UE Capability information based on TS 23.279 V2.0.0. According to section 7.3 of TS 23.279, a UE may use the SIP UA capability registration mechanism outlined in RFC 3840 and endorsed by 23.228. The capabilities that the UE may register is: CS Voice capability.
	It was clarified that this is used to route the OPTION request to the CSI supporting terminal as documented in the Stage 2. The feature tag name is given, but the use of it should be specified too. The use of "only supports audio" in 6.1.3.1.1 was considered incorrect. Some grammatical corrections were also considered necessary. The principle of the proposal was agreed and the authors were asked to update the contribution and contribute it to the next CT WG1 meeting.
	The principle of the proposal was agreed and the authors were asked to update the contribution and contribute it to the next CT WG1 meeting.

	5.2
	CSJ-050014
	OTHER
	OPTIONS flow for CSI
	LM Ericsson
	23.279
	-
	-
	-
	
	Rel-7
	CSI
	TS 23.279 states "It is highly advantageous if the set of services that can be supported between two endpoints is known to the endpoints when (or shortly after) communication is established. This information can be used to provide an indication to the user of the services that are available for a particular user-to-user communication session". In the case where the CS bearer is set-up before the IMS session one mean to perform this is to use OPTIONS method. This paper discusses how OPTIONS can be used.
	It was commented that although this is a compromise solution for CSI Phase 1 CSI that this problem should be taken to the IETF in order to get a resolution for future work and requirements. It was also commented that the mechanism should be generic in order to allow information exchange for other services than CSI. It was reported that the list does not reflect the latest stage 2 draft and other information items are now included, so this should not be taken as a complete list at this stage. It was questioned both how generic this is and how extensible it is for future capability requests. It was clarified that there is a request to reply from any terminal, so even if it is sent to a non-CSI terminal, a response will still be returned. It was commented that the sending of two hints of preferred identity will not currently result in two identity headers in IMS as only one "hint" is expected by the P-CSCF. The CT WG1 Chairman pointed out that as this OPTIONS-method is the only proposal currently available, that it could be taken as a working assumption and investigations made on the solutions and the IETF work to verify the assumption. It was further suggested that 4-message approach is taken which does not require IETF changes and optimisation of the message exchange can be considered later. It was decided to check further contributions on this topic in order try to come to a conclusion. After discussion the contribution was noted.
	Noted

	5.6
	CSJ-050015
	OTHER
	CUA and CSIS Role descriptions
	LM Ericsson
	23.279
	-
	-
	-
	
	Rel-7
	CSI
	TS 23.279 has been sent for approval at the June Plenary, the TS is therefore considered sufficiently stable to begin the specification text for the Stage 3 work. This paper proposes specification text for description of the roles of CSI User Agent (CUA) and CSI Server (CSIS) in the TR that may be implemented by the functional entities: UA and AS.  The CUA is mandatory for the implementation of CSI, whilst the CSIS is optional.
	
	Not handled due to lack of time

	5.2
	CSJ-050016
	OTHER
	IMS session set up
	LM Ericsson
	23.279
	-
	-
	-
	
	Rel-7
	CSI
	This contribution proposes to add text to the TR:  6.1.3.1.3 Session initiation - originating case; and 6.1.3.1.4 Session initiation - terminating case.
	In 6.1.3.1.4, the first paragraph should be shortened to "When the terminating CUA receives an initial INVITE it shall apply the procedures as specified in 3GPP TS 24.229 [5]". The establishment of the CS and IMS should be clarified to be one at a time, not a combined CS and IMS call set-up. The establishment of the CS session should be clarified before establishment of an IMS session. There was an issue on whether the terminal has the URI information when performing set-up. It should be spec how mobile uses the cache, including the size, or clearly indicate that such an optimisation is possible and not excluded, but not document how to do this. This was postponed for further discussion in CT WG1 and the authors were asked to update it and contribute it to the next CT WG1 meeting. The CT WG1 Chairman requested that contributions contain the full title of referenced documents (e.g. 3GPP TS 24.299) in future.
	Postponed to next CT WG1 meeting. Authors to revise and re-submit

	5.3, 5.6
	CSJ-050017
	TR
	Updated skeleton of TR 24.879
	LM Ericsson
	24.879
	-
	-
	-
	0.0.1
	Rel-7
	CSI
	It is proposed that further input documents to TR 24.879 is based on the attached TR.
	It was commented that there should not be a split between the protocols, due to the large number of interactions between them that can be expected. It was suggested that the skeleton should be left as it was until contribution is received and any problems with the structure identified. It was reported that some contributions at this meeting are based on this new structure. It was suggested that RFC 3840 (reference [16]) does not exist in the TR and should be removed from the proposal. With this the document was revised in CSJ 050029 which was approved to be used for future updates and review of the structure in CT WG1.
	Revised in CSJ-050029

	5.6
	CSJ-050018
	OTHER
	Functional Entity Descriptions
	LM Ericsson
	-
	-
	-
	-
	-
	-
	CSI
	TS 23.279 has been sent for approval at the June Plenary, the TS is therefore considered sufficiently stable to begin the specification text for the Stage 3 work. This paper proposes specification text for description of the functional entities in the TR. According to the TS 23.279, there are two main functional entities for CSI; the User Agent (UA) and the Application Server (AS).  The UA is mandatory for the implementation of CSI, whilst the AS is optional.
	
	Not handled due to lack of time

	5.2
	CSJ-050019
	OTHER
	CS call set up
	LM Ericsson
	-
	-
	-
	-
	-
	-
	CSI
	This contribution proposes to add text to the TR: 6.1.3.1.2 CS call set-up – originating; and 6.1.3.1.3 Session initiation - terminating case.
	It was noted that an IMS session cannot be set up using TS 24.008, so the wording should be changed to clarify the actual meaning. It was recognised that this is misleading as the TS 24.008 call set-up does not specify the UUS part. This was postponed for the authors to revise to take comments into account for the next CT WG1 meeting.
	Postponed to next CT WG1 meeting. Authors to revise and re-submit

	5.3
	CSJ-050020
	OTHER
	Description of Information Exchange in Stage 3
	Samsung
	-
	-
	-
	-
	-
	-
	CSI
	Information exchange between Users to enable them to attempt, request and use combinational services is an essential part of the CSI feature. When one looks into TS 23.279, there is a dedicated clause, Clause 8, titled Information Flows that provides the Stage 2 intentions of how Information Flows should take place. These Stage 2 intentions and requirements need to be elaborated in the Stage 3. Such information is an important 'glue' of how the feature works. This not only provides insights but also ensure proper inter-working of UEs from different equipment vendors. This essential part appears to be missing in TR24.879.
	It was reported that the position of the new clauses was not fixed, but the inclusion in the draft TR was considered important. It was agreed that this would be more appropriate as Clause 5 in the draft TR. It was clarified that the detailed content of these clauses (including the flows and message encoding) was left for CT WG1 to discuss but the information should be kept together and not spread around the TR. It was also considered that information storage should be included in this clause, this can be discussed in CT WG1. It was proposed that the Clause title should be "Capability Information Exchange" and the sub-clauses should not be included at this point, but left for CT WG1 to develop.
	Postponed to next CT WG1 meeting. Authors to revise and re-submit

	3
	CSJ-050021
	LS In
	LS (from SA WG2) on Same MSISDN for CS and IMS subscriptions for CSI
	SA WG2 (S2-051869)
	-
	-
	-
	-
	-
	-
	CSI
	SA WG2 asks SA WG1 to provide advice on whether it is acceptable to constrain the MSISDN for IMS and CS subscriptions to be the same, and to report the result of this assessment to SA WG2 and the Joint meeting with CT WG1 to take place on the 14th of July in Sophia Antipolis, France.
	A response to this was received from SA WG1 in CSJ 050022 which was reviewed. This LS was then noted.
	Noted

	3
	CSJ-050022
	LS In
	Reply LS (from SA WG1) on Same MSISDN for CS and IMS subscriptions for CSI
	SA WG1 (S1-050817)
	-
	-
	-
	-
	-
	-
	CSI
	SA1 thank SA WG2 for bringing the potential problem described in LS (S2-051869/S1-050758) to their attention, and the request for advice on whether it is acceptable to constrain the MSISDN for IMS and CS subscriptions to be the same. SA WG1 note also the need to report the result of this assessment to SA WG2 and the Joint meeting with CT WG1 taking place on the 14th of July in Sophia Antipolis, France. Having considered the issue, SA WG1 agree that, in order to ensure the successful exchange of capability information and to reduce the chances of a combinational call set-up failure, the MSISDN used for the IMS session should be the same as the MSISDN used for the CS call. SA WG1 would welcome early confirmation from SA WG2, ideally via e-mail immediately following the SA WG2 and CT WG1 joint meeting on 14 July 2005, that this advice will be included in TS 23.279 prior to its re-submission to TSG SA#29 for approval.
	The CT WG1 Chairman reported that if the CSI is defined using the same MSISDN numbers, this will work, but it is up to the Operators to implement the service in a way which works on their Networks. It was clarified that if the requirement is to have the same MSISDN number for the IMS and CS calls, this has an impact on CSI. It was agreed that for CSI Phase 1, the solution where the MSISDN should be the same for the two domains will be specified. For Phase 2, this may be reviewed and different number solutions may be chosen. It was noted that the feasibility of the protocol implementation still needs to be verified for this requirement. The P CR in the attachment to CSJ 050021 (S1 051683) was updated in CSJ 050027, indicating that the system behaviour is not defined if the MSISDN numbers are different (rather than "unexpected service experience").
	P-CR updated in CSJ-050027

	7
	CSJ-050023
	DISCUSSION
	Inclusion of Reason Header in Responses
	Deutsche Telekom
	24.229
	923
	-
	B
	7.0.0
	Rel-7
	FBI
	Presented to TISPAN WG3 CT WG1 joint meeting as TISPAN 07TD399. Reason for Change: For trustworthiness it is needed that the History header belongs also to the Headers where privacy rules are approaching to. This is needed because of information that could be sent over the boundary even if it is not wished in each case by the user/s which are expressing their privacy within the History Header field. Connected and untrusted networks can misuse the History header for other purposes than it was intended.
	The clauses affected needed completion and the summary of change clarified. The CR was postponed to the next CT WG1 meeting for consideration.
	Postponed to next CT WG1 meeting. Authors to revise and re-submit

	7
	CSJ-050024
	P-CR
	24819: Inclusion of Overlap
	T-Mobile
	24.819
	-
	-
	B
	0.2.0
	Rel-7
	FBI
	In a companion contribution 07TD182 a analysis of Overlap signalling is shown. The conclusion is that TS 24.229 needs to be changed that Overlap can be supported.  In the following section the conclusions of TD182 are shown. With regard to this conclusions it is proposed to include Overlap in WI3019/TS24.229.
	It was agreed that this should be discussed in SA WG2 before the protocol work is done in CT WG1 and it was noted at this meeting. It was also noted that the TISPAN work will continue and some co-ordination of this work in the two bodies is desirable.
	Noted. To be discussed in SA WG2 first.

	7
	CSJ-050025
	DISCUSSION
	Support of Overlap in TS24.229
	T-Mobile
	24.229
	-
	-
	-
	-
	-
	FBI
	This discussion has the intention to start the discussion on concepts and procedures for Overlap signalling within the IMS.  At the last ETSI/TISPAN meeting it was discussed, if the Overlap signalling procedures are supported within the IMS TS24.229. This discussion came up when the Interworking between PSTN/ISDN and the IMS was discussed. For supporting Overlap, additions to the IMS are needed. This contribution was sent to SA 2 to discuss this contribution and give some guidance where such concepts and procedures should be included. The Overlap issue will be discussed at the next joint TISPAN/3GPP meeting in Sophia Antipolis and Deutsche Telekom will come up with contributions to include the Overlap into the regarding documents.  This contribution shows an analysis based on Stage 3 call flows that the OVERLAP procedures are inline within Q.1912.5.
	It was agreed that this should be discussed in SA WG2 before the protocol work is done in CT WG1 and it was noted at this meeting. It was also noted that the TISPAN work will continue and some co-ordination of this work in the two bodies is desirable.
	Noted. To be discussed in SA WG2 first.

	7
	CSJ-050026
	REPORT
	Draft Report of Joint Meetings 3GPP SA2/TISPAN2 and 3GPP CT1/TISPAN3
	Secretary (M Pope, MCC)
	-
	-
	-
	-
	-
	-
	FBI
	This was provided for information.
	This was provided for information only and was noted.
	Noted

	3
	CSJ-050027
	P-CR
	MSISDN requirements (revision of extract from S1-051683)
	JM Drafting Group
	23.279
	
	
	
	
	
	CSI
	Extracted from S1-051683 with modifications.
	Reviewed and agreed for inclusion in the draft TS by the Editor in time for the next CT WG1 meeting. The editor was also asked to forward this document to the SA WG1 management team by e-mail.
	Approved for inclusion in the draft TS before the next CT WG1 meeting. To be sent to SA WG1 management team.

	6
	CSJ-050028
	[LS OUT]
	Draft LS to SA WG2 on IPv4 support for Fixed Broadband Access
	CT1 / TISPAN3 JM (07TD396) and CT1/SA2 JM
	
	
	
	
	
	
	
	CT WG1 and TISPAN WG3 held a joint meeting to discuss enhancements to IMS required for fixed broadband access to IMS. During this meeting contributions were discussed which proposed modification to TS 24.229 to meet the TISPAN requirements for support of IPv4 IMS entities. Based on the current SA WG2 decisions documented in TS 23.221 that mandate support by IMS entities of IPv6 CT1 and TISPAN WG3 struggled to find appropriate stage 3 wording that would both satisfy the requirements of TISPAN and meet the current mandates in the IMS stage 2. CN WG1 requests SA WG2 to take the attached contribution and discussion above into account and provide guidance to CT WG1 on how to proceed:  Either: Proceed in reaching agreement on proposed changes to TS 24.229 on the basis of the attached contribution; or Proceed on the basis of SA2 making appropriate changes to TS 23.221 allowing TS 24.229 to remain IP version neutral.
	It was considered better to only ask for guidance to CT WG1 on how to proceed. It was noted that TISPAN document 07TD395r2 was not available and it was agreed to attach 07TD395r1 instead. It was clarified that the LS is addressing UEs and other editorial changes made. It was decided also to send this final version to TISPAN WG3 and also copied to TSG CT for information. The LS was revised in CSJ 050030
	Revised in CSJ-050030

	
	CSJ-050029
	TR
	Updated skeleton of TR 24.879
	LM Ericsson
	24.879
	-
	-
	-
	0.0.1
	Rel-7
	CSI
	Revision of CSJ-050017
	
	Approved to be used for future updates and review of the structure in CT WG1.

	
	CSJ-050030
	LS OUT
	LS to SA WG2 on IPv4 support for Fixed Broadband Access
	CT1/SA2 Joint Meeting
	
	
	
	
	
	
	
	Revision of CSJ-050028
	Revision of CSJ-050028
	Approved
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