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1. Overall Description:

SA3 kindly thanks SA1 for their LS on “Service Requirements on PUCI”. SA3 discussed this LS and the attached draft CR to TS 22.228 at their meeting #53. SA3 came to the conclusion discussed below.
In general, SA3 believes that the draft requirements provided in S1-083069 are a good starting point. SA3 has the impression that some of these requirements are written in a way that appear to be too solution oriented. For example "marking the IMS session with attributes .." seems to imply a method to transport the information about identified UC to other entities (the user or other PLMN), for which alternative solutions may be found in SA3. Currently SA3 is in the start-up phase for studying feasibility of different solutions that could be used for protection against unsolicited communication. Thus SA3 believes that it is too early to draw conclusions on which measures will be needed in IMS.
SA3 thinks that the work-split on PUCI should be such that SA1 looks at service requirements, while SA3 looks at the technical requirements that would allow potential solutions to work from the security perspective. Further, during SA3 discussion some service related requirements were identified. These requirements are given below and could be used by SA1 at their discretion.
· IMS should allow means to identify and act on unsolicited communication

· Solutions for prevention against unsolicited communication shall not have negative impact on the services provided by IMS
· PUCI solution should allow means for cooperation between operators
· IMS should allow means for a user to inform the network of an unsolicited communication
SA3 would like to point out that it is not clear from the current discussion in SA3 that all of the above requirements would in the end result in the need for new technical procedures from a 3GPP perspective, but some could be solved by other – non 3GPP standardised – means (such as bilateral service level agreements, self management etc.).
In the meeting #53, SA3 also agreed on a draft TR (S3-081577) that is attached herewith. 
2. Actions:

To SA1:
SA3 kindly requests SA1 to take the above into consideration and keep SA3 informed of any further progress in this area.
3. Date of Next TSG-SA WG1 Meetings:
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