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I. Introduction
During last meeting in Lisbon, relationship between VCC and Call Barring (CB) services was discussed by many companies and an editor's note was inserted in section 6.5.2.6 "Further analysis of the interaction of outgoing call barring and VDN/VDI/IMRN usage and domain transfer is needed.". In particular, as highlighted by Huawei (TD S2-062122) when "Barring of outgoing calls" service is activated, it's not possible to perform domain transfer from IMS to CS domain due to the barring of the CS originating call direct to the VDN; when "Barring of outgoing international calls" service is activated, the VMSC could mishandle the IMRN that replaces the B-number after CAMEL procedures.

To face these issues it has been proposed that it is highly recommended (TD S2-062069) or mandatory (TD S2-062122) to remove Call Barring services in the CS domain for VCC subscribers and implement them only in the IMS.
In our opinion the above proposal impacts also the way of performing anchoring to the IMS of VCC subscriber’s voice calls originated or terminated in the CS domain, i.e. the choice between the following two alternatives:
· all CS VCC calls should be anchored; or

· CS voice call should be selectively anchored taking into account information exchanged with the UE, subject to operator policy.
II. Discussion

In our opinion, the proposal of providing CB services only in IMS implies that Selective Anchoring shall not be allowed for VCC calls; in fact, if Selective Anchoring is allowed, when a subscriber uses a not VCC-capable UE his outgoing calls will not be anchored to IMS: in this case he will never be able to use CB services cause these services are provided by IMS, whereas his calls will always stay in CS domain, being not anchored. 

Should we, on the contrary, adopt the distributed control approach also for CB services, Selective Anchoring could make some sense. Nevertheless, we’d need to modify in some way legacy CB services in the CS domain, i.e. to allow outgoing calls to VDN and correct handling of IMRN. This scenario seems non-feasible to us; so, even if Selective Anchoring in some cases has benefits in term of resources optimization, we believe that the solution of VCC and CB services coexistence issue has priority. 

Furthermore, considering that the IMS centralized control of supplementary services is foreseen to be the approach pursued in Rel-8, we believe that we can abandon the concept of Selective Anchoring (whatever performed: V3 or prefix or VMSC address) right now in order to have a more future-proof specification.

However, providing CB in IMS opens the problem of how can the UE to interact with the AS that provides supplementary services (TAS) in order to modify service configuration (i.e. to activate or deactivate CB service) when the UE is CS reachable only, not IMS registered; we see two options:

i) the UE activates a PDP context and it straight interacts with the AS that provides CB services via a Ut interface, or

ii) if the UE it is not IMS capable (a legacy GSM phone), it can reach a WAP portal that, then, interacts with the AS that provides CB services on behalf of the UE.

Also V3 interface could be used, but the WAP approach seems to us easier, not requiring to specify new protocols/interfaces.
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