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This document attempts to capture the discussions and comments received at the TSG-SA #12 that are related to the work that is being done in the SA2. The content of this document is not based on any official TSG-SA #12 meeting minutes but is based on personal notes by the SA2 Chairman.

1. General:

· SA recommends that CR numbers be allocated for the change requests at the same time as Tdoc numbers. This means that the 3GPP CR database will include also the not-approved (rejected) CRs.

2. 23.207 and GTT TS were approved. Further comments:

· A reference [11] to SIP specifications have to be corrected in the GTT spec. 

· A concern about the number of options in the TS 23.207 was raised.

3. Iu-Flex was presented for information to SA and should be presented for approval at the next SA meeting in September.

4. There was a request for a joint meeting on IMS Charging & Billing between SA2, SA5 and SA1. After discussions between the chairs of the groups, this is proposed to be co-located with SA2#19 in Sophia Antipolis. (Later comment: SA2 Key Issues drafting meeting in Dallas accepted this proposal. Thursday, 30th August, is the candidate date for the meeting.)
5. General on SA2 CRs: 

· There were again several CRs sent to the TSG-SA with a wrong category on the CR cover page! Please pay more attention to the CR categories also in the drafting and ad-hoc meetings! Only category 'F' and 'A' CRs can be accepted for Rel-4 now and in the case of a category 'A' CR, a clear reference to the corresponding earlier release (mirror) CR is needed on the cover page. It was also commented that in many cases the 'Summary of changes', 'Reason for change' and 'Consequences if not approved' fields could provide a little more information than they currently do.

· Email approval: email discussions should in general be closed well before a TSG-SA meeting to prevent last minute comments and objections before the meeting that may make the status of a CR unclear. For example, last comments accepted one week before a SA meeting (or e.g. on Tuesday on the previous week) and no additional comments are to be taken into account after that date. 

6. The following CRs were NOT approved by the SA#12:

· LCS CRs against 03.71 A023 & A024 (Correction of Inconsistent Text). A revised version of the document was drafted during the SA week but neither the original nor the revised version could be approved. It was additionally commented that SA2 need to move these detailed discussions & the detailed information in the SA2 specifications to other groups (e.g., to TSG GERAN) as it was felt that this is clearly a Stage 3 issue.

· 23.060  CRs A224 & A225 (Data forwarding during 3G RAU in PMM CONNECTED state). Ericsson objected the approval of these CRs and was urged to provide comments into SA2 as soon as possible so that this issue can be resolved. 

7. Work items:

· GTT work item was revised and the revised version was approved. References to terminal related work in T2 and text on Text Feature Terminal (last sentence in 14a) were removed in the revised version of the WID.

· Rel-5 LCS WI was not approved. There were no supporting companies on the proposed work item description sheet and, furthermore, the meeting felt that the objectives of the work item (especially the current text in the 'Objective' section) were not clear enough. 

8. The following issues were also discussed & commented during the week:

· SA2 should complete the IMS Service Control & Architecture work as soon as possible and move it into TSG-CN.

· TSG GERAN, and TSG RAN, too, expressed concerns about the current IMS architecture and especially the usage of SIP & its relation to the radio requirements. How these models can be fit together so that the radio requirements and efficiency aspects can be taken into account & fulfilled? The codecs issue, for example, is still an open issue for GERAN (are these different services or transparent to the user?) and decoupling of the radio resource management from the end-to-end SIP negotiation would likely cause problems in GERAN. The optimised voice issues need be discussed jointly and solved soon. TSG-RAN will need to be included in the discussions as well. A joint SA2 / GERAN / RAN (2 & 3) meeting was agreed (takes place in the beginning of August).

· The IMS architecture model and solutions developed should be as far as possible common for both UTRAN and GERAN access (for example, having header removal in GERAN should not lead to any dirty work-arounds in the IMS architecture that could not be utilised for UTRAN later on as well if needed).

· SIP compression is a critical issue for GERAN and open issues related to this should be solved soon.

· TSG CN would like to get more information on what it is expected to do with regard to the End-to-End QoS concept (beyond the Go interface specifications in the CN3). There seem to be several options in the TS 23.207 for the end-to-end negotiation.

9. SA2 and other WGs were tasked to check the 3GPP work plan and work item time schedules before the next SA meeting in September. For this discussion in SA2#19, the work item rapporteurs are asked to check the status of their own work items and give a realistic assessment of how much time is still required to complete the tasks. 

10. Stage 2 work items are still missing for some of the items for which Stage 1 work is ongoing; for example, for Enhancements of the Multicast and Broadcast, and Presence.

