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Introduction
In the current ICS WID (SP-070924) it was planned that SA2 would send the ICS TS (3GPP TS 23.292) to SA #39 for Information. However, at SA2's last meeting, SA2 #63, the ICS TS was not considered at least 60% complete. This now puts SA2 at serious risk of not sending the ICS TS to SA #40 i.e. have it 90% complete. We therefore have two choices:
1. Shift the delivery time of the ICS TS to SA #41, in September

2. Prioritise the features of ICS so that we can keep the current schedule

In consideration of #1, we need to remember that this time limit was proposed on the basis that the CT WGs will need at least 6 months to complete their work, and given that SA #38 set a hard deadline of December 2008 for the end of Rel-8, SA #40 was the logical choice. Therefore if we shift the delivery time to SA #41 (September) we only give CT WGs 3 months to complete the necessary stage 3 work for ICS, which in essence is two meetings (taking into account CT WGs having one "normal" meeting and one "bis" meeting during those 3 months).

Thus, we should work to provide a stable ICS stage 2 in time for SA #40 in June 2008. The following proposes a prioritisation of ICS features to make this effort successful.
Features and priorities

The different priorities are numbered as follows:

1. Definitely needs to be specified in Rel-8/before SA #40, cannot live without it for Rel-8
2. Would be nice to be specified in Rel-8/before SA #40, but can live without it for Rel-8
3. Shall be slipped beyond Rel-8

Therefore, none of the features of ICS are being ruled‑out, rather, they are just being put in preference for when they should be defined. Of course, should SA2 IMS SWG finish all priority 1 and 2 items, then work can commence on priority 3. However, we have to be realistic and accept that this is unlikely to happen, given the progress in past SA2 meetings.
	Priority
	Feature
	Comments

	1
	Service Data: support for UE SS invocations (SSSD requests / facility messages) to support legacy GSM SSs provisioned in IMS
	This is needed at least in the MSC Server based solution in order to ensure that the requirement to avoid impacts on the UE when migrating traditional GSM SSs from CS to IMS is realised.
Thus, this could be realised by populating HLR with the same data as in the IMS, or, by a Ut conversion function either at the UE or somewhere in the core network. 

	3
	Service Data: support for legacy UE SS invocations (SSSD requests / facility messages) to support enhanced/new services provisioned in IMS
	This may be nice to have, but for enhanced services we as operators could provide alternative means e.g. download a Java plug‑in to the UE that talks Ut back to the IMS, instruct the customer to use a WAP or web page to administer such services, and so on. The choice of these really depends on what the service is and thus what the user can/needs to configure!

	3
	Service Data: support for Ut when PS access is not available
	GPRS/PS coverage and inter‑operator roaming agreements are now such that this feature is not essential for operators. With the extended use of WiFi by UEs, the business case for this is even less so.

	1
	ICS UE: I1-PS/Gm ref point
	This is a mandatory requirement in order to support the ICS UE based solution. Required to enable innovative SIP based services.

	2
	ICS UE: I1-CS/I1 ref point – termination at HSS/HLR
	This is the original USSD‑based protocol proposition that has been fully analysed in the TR.
However, this is de‑prioritised as this is an unproven use of USSD and the ICP still needs full definition in stage 3 (assuming that it will not be SIP).
Implementation complexity may not be justified (diminishing returns)

	3
	ICS UE: I1-CS/I1 ref point  - termination at MSC Server enhanced for ICS
	The stage 3 for this looks to be even more extensive than the above. Also, this has not been studied in the TR so analysis of the architecture is still yet to be documented.

	1
	ICS UE & MSC Server enhanced for ICS: Support for Voice/TS11
	Voice/TS11 is the primary service for CS Calls for operators.

	3
	ICS UE & MSC Server enhanced for ICS: Support for VT/BS30
	Circuit Switch Video Telephony continues to be a rarely used service in operator networks. Voice is the main media and thus should receive the most focus.

	3
	ICS UE & MSC Server enhanced for ICS Emergency Calls/TS12
	This has already been agreed to not be part of Rel-8, but is here for completeness.

	1
	ICS UE: Force emergency calls to CS domain for emergency numbers unknown to the UE
	

	1
	Co-Existence of ICS UE and MSC Server enhanced for ICS
	Agreement as per SA2 #62 (Marina Del Rey)

	
	
	

	3
	All other functionalities in ICS TR not already mentioned in this table
	This includes, but is not necessarily limited to:
· MSC Server enhanced for ICS: Support for legacy UEs – all other TSs and BSs
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