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1. Introduction

In the context of the work on fixed broadband access to IMS both TISPAN and CableLabs develop CR’s to the 3GPP core IMS specification. In order to allow smooth interaction and limit frustration, 3GPP should be clear and consistent about the appropriate wording to be used in 3GPP specifications.
2. Background and motivation
The work concerning fixed broadband access to IMS is currently ongoing. TISPAN and since recently also CableLabs are proposing CRs on similar topics in Rel 7 to various 3GPP working groups (SA1, SA2, SA3, SA3LI, SA4, SA5, CT1, CT3, CT4). We believe it is important to clarify the wording to be used in 3GPP specifications. When a term, used in a 3GPP specification, is unsuitable within e.g. the context of TISPAN then either a new term should be introduced or the specific context should unambiguously be stated.

TISPAN and CableLabs are invited to use 3GPP compliant wording and thus to simplify the collaboration. With 3GPP Rel 7 still on its way the window of opportunity to provide this editorial clarification is open.

There are very important conceptual, technical and standardization-documentation questions on which deviations to 3GPP IMS are acceptable to maintain the integrity of the IMS system and to achieve convergence, such as in the area of authentication, the nature of UE’s, SIP signaling, Codecs…. In 3GPP, these questions are adressed case-by-case and seperately. Some of them are on the table at TSG#31 in any case. 

3. Recommendation

The following recommendations concerning wording are made : 

· "NGN" shall not be used in 3GPP specifications, as NGN is a wide ranging concept of various meanings

· "In 3GPP, " shall not be used, as it is an inappropriate qualifier in a 3GPP spec

The following wordings are recommended: 

· "For fixed broadband access to IMS,......,"

· "For fixed broadband access to IMS as considered by the TISPAN NGN R1,...."

· "For fixed broadband access to IMS as considered by CableLabs PacketCable2.0"

An alternative is to be specific on the condition where a wording applies. A good example of wording is : "…Reference Architecture and procedures when the NAT is invoked between the UE and the IMS domain"

4. Conclusion

It is proposed, that this recommendation is endorsed. The following actions should be taken :

· SA1 should be tasked to document the recommended formulations in TS 21.905 (vocabulary) accordingly. 

· External bodies developing CR's to 3GPP specifications (via 3GPP individual companies) are invited to consider the above wording

· An LS is sent to the bodies

· In case of strong misalignement with the recommendations the WG’s are invited to seek editorial corrections in the Rel 7 time frame
