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1.
Background
Release 11 included a number of features that opened up new Inter IMS Network-to-Network-Interfaces (referred to as: II-NNI), e.g. RAVEL, MRB/OSCAR, VINE, etc. The CT3 identified this as a problem when working with TS 29.165 and CT3 sent an LS to CT1 (C1-121914) asking for a mechanism to make it possible for e.g. IBCF to identify the II-NNI scenario.

During release 11 there were several attempts to introduce an indicator making it possible for IBCF to identify the II-NNI scenario in which the IBCF participates in. All attempts were targeting 3GPP TS 24.229 and presented (and rejected) by CT1. 

The result at the end of the release 11 was that it was decided that we should take a more general approach and do that in release 12.

During the New Orleans meeting in November a WID was presented. The WID proposed that the responsible WG should be CT1. As the intention with WID was to make updates of 3GPP TS 24.229 the proposal to make CT1 as the responsible WG was a very logical.

However, in the meeting it was decided that a SID was a better approach; since before we update technical specifications we need to understand the whole issue, if there is an issue. The responsible WG was still kept as CT1, which is not very logical for the following reasons:

-
The scenarios we are talking about are interconnect scenarios and interconnect scenarios are under CT3 responsibly.

-
There is only network impact, i.e. the UE is never impacted.

-
The study does not result in any update of technical specifications, if there is a need for updates of a technical specification another WID is needed and depending on the technical changes that WID could be under CT1 responsibility. 

It is also expected that the working load of CT1 will soon increase to a level where less time for discussions are available so moving the SID to CT3 can offload CT1 and give more time for discussions. 

It is also expected that the majority of delegates contributing to the SID will be delegates from CT3 which will require a tighter planning between CT1 and CT3 schedules and this will of cause create problems. 

The result of the SID can go in 2 directions:

1)
No new protocol mechanism is needed. Existing signalling elements and implementation dependent solution makes it possible to identify the II-NNI.

In this case the only impact on technical specifications is in the TS 29.165, i.e. a subclause describing how interfaces shall be identified, CT3 will be the responsible WG.

2)
A new protocol mechanism is needed.

In this case TS 24.229 is impacted (when to insert this new signalling element, how to use it in a general way and how to remove it).

But also, TS 29.165 is impacted , i.e. a subclause describing how interfaces shall be identified.

So, regardless of the result a CT3 TS is impacted.

2.
Proposal

It is proposed to move the SID to CT3. 

The way of working will be:

-
CT3 prepares the TR, containing a description of the issue, a conclusion and proposed solutions (most likely several alternatives).

-
Once the TR is ready, the conclusion, proposed solutions and the way forward will be discussed and agreed jointly between CT1 and CT3. 

-
The TR is updated with the agreed conclusion and with an indication of the preferred solution among the alternative solutions, if a solution is agreed.

-
If needed, a new WID is prepared to implement the agreed way forward. The responsibility for this WID will be decided based on technical impact.

