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1.
Background
This conference call, organized by Qualcomm on emergency session related issues, was held on July 14, between 6 AM and 8 AM San Diego time. These notes are by Ramachandran Subramanian, Qualcomm.


2.
Participants

Alcatel-Lucent:

Keith Drage, Milo Orsic
Research in Motion:
John-Luc Bakker, Andrew Allen
NTT:


Hiroshi Ishikawa
Ericsson:

Sean Schneyer
Nokia


Georg Mayer
Nortel:


Marvin Bienn, Milan Patel
BT:


Steve Norreys
Deutsche Telecom:
Laura Liess
Qualcomm:

AC Mahendran, Roozbeh Atarius, Ramachandran Subramanian
CableLabs:

Sandeep Sharma

3.
Summary of problems
The following problems were discussed.

1. Identification of emergency registration 
2. Identification of emergency call from the UE (in INVITE request) 
3. Identification of emergency call towards the UE (in response to INVITE request, as UE was not aware that it sets up a emergency call) 
4. Identification of a call back 
Alcatel-Lucent proposed that problems 1) and 4) should be treated together so that callbacks can be associated with the emergency registration and handled appropriately. They should not be decoupled, as the information obtained during registration must be used to route the INVITE request when a callback occurs.

4. Discussion of Solutions
a. A new SIP header (in REGISTER request to solve problem 1, in 1xx response to solve problem 3 and in INVITE request to solve problem 4) - Ericsson and Qualcomm
Conclusion: Too much IETF dependency. Not recommended by Ericsson

b. A new ICSI value to be included in Contact header of REGISTER request (to solve problem 1) – Ericsson
Conclusion: 

Not much support during the Zagreb meeting
Usage of feature tags in registration is not according to RFC 3840 - emergency registration is not a device capability

c. A new 3GPP emergency URI parameter (to solve problems 1 through 4) - Alcatel-Lucent
Conclusion:
Anonymity/Privacy would require the removal of P-Asserted-Identity header before the message is delivered to the UE.
We could use URI parameter solution for registration only. If this is acceptable, other problems could also use the same solution. 
However, IETF requires new URI parameters to be a standards track RFC


d. A feature tag with priority=40 in either Contact or Accept-Contact header (to solve problems 1 through 4) - Alcatel-Lucent
Conclusion:
Same objection as to ICSI value

e. Use of History-Info header (in 1xx response to solve problem 3) - Qualcomm
Conclusion:

Does not solve the entire problem

f. Use of P-Asserted-Identity header (in 1xx response to solve problem 3 and in INVITE request to solve problem 4) - Qualcomm
Conclusion:

Not seen to be generic to solve all the problems.

g. Use of Priority header (in 1xx response to solve problem 3 and in INVITE request to solve problem 4) - Qualcomm
Conclusion:

Not seen to be generic to solve all the problems.

h. A new SDP attribute (to solve problems 3 and 4) - Qualcomm
Conclusion:

Not seen to be generic to solve all the problems.

5.
Conclusions and proposed way forward
Write a internet-draft proposing a new URI parameter that indicates emergency. Identify all the four problems listed above, and describe how the URI parameter can be used to address each of these issues. 

Highlight the importance of solving this problem as quickly as possible in IETF (for 3GPP Rel-7). 

Share the internet-draft on ECRIT reflector and solicit feedback. This should be done prior to the Dublin meeting of IETF. 

Nortel will provide an initial version of the internet-draft on the CT1 reflector by the end of this week (week of July 14). 

There are no plans to get this issue on the agenda for the Dublin face-to-face meeting of IETF.

Keep ICSI or any other feature tag as a fallback mechanism for IMS emergency registration. This will be handle registration. 

Should the value of the URI parameter be opaque or should it have a structure? One proposal is to use a URN. However, this is likely to result in lots of discussion and possible delays. The working assumption is that it should be kept opaque for now.

