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	Title
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	Discussion
	Conclusion

	
	
	Action points
	
	· 
	· 

	
	
	· Is DisconnectLeg allowed at DP3? Easy in SDL. Add to open issues (separate document for EDS).

· TDP4 triggering also to open issue list. All agree -> add to decisions.
· Connection view issues is also, 173/174. This one is also a CAMEL4 open issue -> put on that list.
	· 
	· All 
	· Working assumption: Arming of TDP RouteSelectFailure shall not prevent Enhanced Dialled Services. 

	169
	
	Make a collective CR for EDS, make it well before the meeting.
	
	· 
	· 

	162
	
	Make a CR to modify 29.078 11.21.1 to cover NP case as well.
	
	· 
	· 

	162
	1
	Record decisions to decision document.
	
	· 
	· 

	
	1
	Opening of the meeting & Agenda
	
	· 
	· 

	161
	1
	Agenda
	CN2 Chairman
	· 
	·  Approved

	
	2
	Tdoc list
	
	· 
	· 

	171
	
	Allocation of documents to agenda item
	CN2 chairman
	· 
	· 

	
	3
	Input Liaison statements
	
	· 
	· 

	
	
	
	
	· 
	· 

	
	4
	Rel-6 Enhanced Dialled Services
	
	· 
	· 

	162
	4
	DISC: Open Issues for enhanced dialled service in NP/NC Call
	Samung Electronics, SK Telecom
	1. Word “should”: It’s a recommendation.

· Why 22.078 need a change. No change needed. 29.078 mandates the DP arming for NC call but NP part is bit vague (11.21.1). The new party should be controlled by EDPs as well. D14 requires controlling relationship per CS (N2-030058). Change 29.078 11.21.1 to apply also to NC case), How about re-connect case after answer? D4 says about re-connect before answer.

2. Is it possible to apply EDS in ICA calls?

3. Which option we use?

· EDS in NC & NP

· NP, not in NC

· NC, not NP

· Not NP, not NC

· Do we need to change Stage 1 (22.078)?

· What about the other way around: Is ICA allowed in EDS dialogue in Stage 1? No limitation if no existing dialogue. Georg (T-Mobil) says it should be allowed. For DP2 it’s not explicitly allowed, we use the same logic for DP3.

· N-CSI and D-CSI shall have similar threatment.
	·  ICA/CPH is allowed in an EDS dialogue. Applies both D-CSI and N-CSI.
· EDS is not possible for NC or NP calls (D14, 29.078 11.21.1). Reconnect after answer shall be studied more carefully.
· Noted

	163
	4
	DISC: SDL modeling for enhanced dialled service in NP/NC Call
	Samung Electronics, SK Telecom
	· 
	· Revised to N2-030170

	170
	4
	DISC: SDL modeling for enhanced dialled service in NP/NC Call
	Samung Electronics, SK Telecom
	· Revision of 163

· CAP_Dialogue is TRUE in most cases, except maybe Re-connect after answer.

· Christian says that existence of CAP dialogue is not depending on the CWA or Connect.

· Is it important differenciate monitoring and controlling relationship? They do not want to allow EDS if the existing relationship is monitoring.

· Christian proposes different meaning for CAP_dialogue variable.
	· Noted 

	164
	4
	23.078-CR547 Implementation of enhanced dialled service
	Samung Electronics, SK Telecom
	· P50: Connect is sent in different place. 

· Do we need to add anything on the Offered CAMEL4 functionalities (See N2-030038 D1). This principle may need an update.
· P63: What is the meaning of “beeing available” for CAP_Dialogue? Should be mandatory (in CAMEL4). If no EDS capability then no  need to include this parameter. Shall be “S” (present if EDS is supported). Applicable for DP3 only.

· People are saying that SCP knows based on service key whether service was triggered based on D-CSI or N-CSI. Some roamed MSCs may not support EDS for D-CSI -> so the previous decision is OK.

· On p54, is the sequence of signals Int_Leg_Status_Report and CWA OK? Does it impact on other SDLs? For off-line check.

· Why p50 does not need output CAP_Dialogue? It is not needed because we are in WFI state -> new IDP is not possible.
	·  Noted (content is taken into account in 172)

· SDL part ignored

	166
	4
	23.078-CR549 Implementation of enhanced dialled service in NP/NC Call
	Samung Electronics, SK Telecom
	· 
	·  Rejected

	167
	4
	23.018-CRxxx Implementation of enhanced dialled service
	Samung Electronics, SK Telecom
	· 
	·  Rejected

	169
	4
	23.078-CR551 Enhanced CS_gsmSSF for Enhanced Dialled Services
	Alcatel
	· Why the number of outgoing legs is checked? In order to avoid complexity.

· Delete 2nd “is” word on page.

· The limitation for more than 1 outgoing leg may need a Stage 1 update.
	· Keijo maintains a collective CR for EDS for 23.078.
· We take this approach for SDL modelling

· Noted, principle approved, included in collective CR for May meeting.

	165
	4
	23.078-CR548 Handling of partial implementation for enhanced dialled service
	Samung Electronics, SK Telecom
	· 
	· Noted, content included in 172 

	168
	4
	23.078-CR550 Enhancements for the Partial Implementation for Enhanced Dialled Services
	Alcatel
	· We shall not talk about “CSE capability”.
	·  We introduce a new parameter “EDS allowed” into IDP. Conditions: 

· TDP is DP3

· EDS is offered for this type of call

· No more than 1 outgoing legs

· No other active dialogue on this leg.

· Offered CAMEL4 functionalities parameter is changed also to indicate D-CSI and N-CSI EDS support.

· Noted, content included in 172

	172
	
	23.078-CR552 Enhancements for the Dialled Services and the Partial Implementation
	Alcatel, SK Telecom, and Samsung
	· How EDS service can handle the situation when call has other leg numbers than leg1 and leg2?

· SCI was removed because it was already in CAMEL3.

· According to Rogier 1.1.2 shall just list the services, not describe them.

· We could make a separate paragraph indicating the add-ons to CAMEL3 dialled services. (List of added operations, and armed EDPs).

· Remove “CSE” from all places. Christian wants to keep the term related to network and subscribed dialled services because it’s stage 1 term. Georg proposes stage 1 update. Rogier says that other services do not align either. -> remove CSE.

· “The offered CAMEL Phase 4 functionalities apply also to the enhanced dialled services” The list of operations is not complete this sentence tries to solve the fact that some other operations are subsets. (ICA, PlayTone). “In addition to this list, all other offered ….”
· NP and NC should have “S”.
· In INAP there is connection view in CS, separate from SSF process.
· Bulleted list shall be lower case letters.
· There is no more than one leg.

· EDS should be an abbreviation.

· Parameter name could be “EDS allowed”.  -> change it.

· “for the same leg” -> “for the leg for which this IF is sent”
	· Revised to 173


	173
	
	23.078-CR552 Enhancements for the Dialled Services and the Partial Implementation
	Alcatel, SK Telecom, and Samsung
	· Revision of 172

· Own view: EDS should not be allowed after CPH. Connection view problems and SDL modelling problems. The problem exist also for regular dialled services, e.g. FCI for leg1.

· Call gap is already allowed in CAMEL3 D-CSI service. -> Delete.

· Same for CANCEL. Cancel(invokeID) was allowed, now CANCEL(allOutstandingRequests) 

· EDS inconsistently in plural or singular. Christian uses singular when refers to either D-CSI or N-CSI. Georg says “shall be always in plural”.
	· Revised to 174


	174
	
	23.078-CR552 Enhancements for the Dialled Services and the Partial Implementation
	· Alcatel, SK Telecom, and Samsung
	· Revision of 173
	· Noted, principle agreed, the content will be in the collective CR.


	175
	
	23.078-CR553 Collective CR for Rel-6 Enhanced Dialled Services
	CN2 ad hoc
	· 
	· Postponed, Sent to May meeting
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	· 



