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	1000
	1.
	
	
	1. Opening of the Meeting 
	
	
	
	
	
	
	
	
	Agenda Item

	1001
	1.
	S1-082001
	TB Chairman
	Draft Agenda of SA1#41
	
	
	
	
	
	
	
	
	revised to S1-082002

	1099
	1.
	S1-082002
	WG Chairman
	Draft SA1#41 Agenda with allocations
	
	
	
	
	
	
	Revision of S1-082001
	
	approved

	1099
	1.
	S1-082071
	ETSI Secretariat
	Draft minutes of SA1#40
	
	
	
	
	
	
	
	
	approved

	1199
	11
	S1-082174
	T-Mobile
	eCall / CEN TC 278 WG15 cooperation
	
	
	
	
	
	
	
	
	Revised to S1-082189

	1199
	11
	S1-082321
	SA1 (Joerg Swetina)
	Reply to LS in 2176
	LS draft
	
	
	
	
	
	
	S1-082280 was used instead, which is not a problem since this number was hopefully not used...
	Revised to S1-082280

	2000
	2.
	
	
	2. Issues for early consideration 
	
	
	
	
	
	
	
	
	Agenda Item

	2100
	2.1
	
	
	2.1 EVS: Discussions about the scope of the FS on Enhanced Voice Service Requirements for EPS 
	
	
	
	
	
	
	
	
	Agenda Item

	2101
	2.1
	S1-082123
	Nokia Corporation
	Comments on the Work Item:  “Study Of Enhanced Voice Service Requirements for the Evolved Packet System (EPS)”
	
	
	
	
	
	
	
	
	noted

	2102
	2.1
	S1-082142
	Qualcomm
	Scope of EVS
	
	
	
	
	
	
	
	The document was presented by David Williams (Qualcomm) – He believed that non-UTRAN access was specifically included in the WI.

Armin Toepfer (Vodafone) thought that some interworking with existing codecs was implied but the study related to new requirements for new codes. If this was extended to non-3GPP access, this was stepping outside the terms of reference of 3GPP, and Vodafone did therefore not support this.

Nokia agreed with this: specifying codecs for other systems was beyond SA1 remit and any decision should be taken by SA.

Nokia believed that the codec was related to the terminal, and agreed that SA1 could not specify other systems' codecs.

Motorola thought the wording of the WI was poor. The linkage with the EPC work was not as useful as it might at first appear.  SA1 should concentrate on the 3GPP codecs and propose a modification of the WID.  

BT also agreed. For maintenance of continuity, BT thought support of codec was a function of the access types supported by the terminal. This was no impediment to VCC.

(Indian woman near back left centre) asked whether 3GPP would support transport of other codecs across 3GPP network? The chairman stated that this was the case.

Susanna supported the Nokia view. SA4 was already working on interworking, including for non-3GPP codecs.

Philippe (FT) supported the view of restricting this to 3GPP accesses.

The Chairman summarized: legacy codecs are outside the scope of common IMS. 3GPP had already finished some work supporting interworking. New codecs needed to be specified for new services. These codecs might be common to all, but endorsement of this outside 3GPP was not 3GPP's responsibility. 3GPP had, however, to take interworking into consideration, without specifying individual codes.  Thus the Qualcomm proposal seemed to have little support. However, we had to ensure we did nothing to block any interworking.

Action on FT to carefully word the WID to allow interworking but not to imply requirements on any specific non-3GPP codec.

Qualcomm accepted this position but wondered whether operators with multiple technology networks needed any further statement. There was a general repetition of the fact that interworking had to be supported, and it was not appropriate for 3GPP to set requirements on other standards bodies' codecs. However it was appreciated that interworking with legacy codes had to be possible.

Reiner (T-Mobile) considered the WI had a very clear scope and that interworking was not currently included. He warned against extending the scope of the study. BT (Dick) pointed out that not all codecs do transcode, and that network operators would take a commercial decision on a case by case basis.

The Chairman warned that 3GPP requirements were limited to a need for transcoding capability, without discussing further the precise method.

The EVS subgroup were advised to consider the above conclusions.
	noted

	2200
	2.2
	
	
	2.2 Others 
	
	
	
	
	
	
	
	
	Agenda Item

	2201
	2.2
	S1-082069
	ETSI Secretariat
	TS 21.201 ('TSs and TRs relating to EPS') v.0.1.0
	TS
	
	
	
	
	
	
	Contributions are invited on both documents.
	Noted.

	2202
	2.2
	S1-082070
	ETSI Secretariat
	TS 21.202 ('TSs and TRs relating to the C-IMS') v.0.0.0
	TS
	
	
	
	
	
	
	
	Noted.

	3000
	3.
	
	
	3. Email discussions from SA1#40 
	
	
	
	
	
	
	
	
	Agenda Item

	4000
	4.
	
	
	4. Report and Action Items from SA1#40 
	
	
	
	
	
	
	
	
	Agenda Item

	4010
	
	S1-082179
	NSN
	MBMS
	22.146
	59
	
	
	
	
	Action AP 40/3 TSG SA#40
	Off-line comments were received, so the author wants to postpone the issue to the next meeting.
	Noted.

	4100
	
	
	
	4.1 e-mail discussions from SA1#40
	
	
	
	
	
	
	
	At the last SA1#40 meeting SA1 it had been agreed to have 3 informal email discussion in preparation of SA1#41:

- New WID for EPS enhancements in R9. 

We reach consensuses about the need to open a WID for R( EPS enhancements, and an initial proposal was kindly drafted by NTT DOCoMo. We have considered the need to rephrase it and consequently an email discussion was set-up targeting SA1#41.  

Discussion Leader:  Frederic Thepot, NTT DoCOMo

- New WID for LCS support in SAE for non-3GPP accesses in R9. 

An initial WID proposal was presented at SA1#40, and a need to review this proposal was identified. In particular more deep analysis was required about the need for 3GPP ro standardize LCS for a non 3GPP access.  Consequently an email discussion was set-up targeting SA1#41.  

Discussion Leader: Donghee Shim, SK Telecom

- CR#0106 dealing with N3GtoNSP in S1-080427. 

Several comments were received about the current revised CR. Some cases were not considered and for this reason a need for further discussion was identified. Being the CR content and the issue very well known after the related TR development and several revision of such CR, in order to facilitate the developments on the issue an email discussion was set-up targeting SA1#41.  

Discussion Leader: Chris Friel Telefonica-O2

EPS enhancement in Rel-9: new WI had not been circulated on the exploder.  The Chairman reminded delegates that a new WI was required, and that modifications under TEI9 were not acceptable.

The LCS WID: Shim (SK) stated that the matter had been discussed with the supporting companies and an updated WID would be discussed on Tuesday.

There was some discussion on whether it should be a study item or a feature. Ch Friol was asked to summarize the discussions for analysis in the plenary. Friol had tried to simplify the presentation of the document.
	

	4101
	4.1
	S1-082177
	SA1 Chair
	Quick report from SA#40 on SA1 issues
	
	
	
	
	
	
	
	The Chairmen presented the document.

He warned that much work had been carried over from Rel-8 to Rel-9, and that the timescales for Rel-9 were probably going to be very tight.  Year 2010 would require the release of new functionality related to IMT-Advanced.  So it was now appropriate to consider the deadline for stage 1 freeze for Rel-9. 

KPN stated that the new WIDs would be discussed during the present meeting and it was appropriate to look at the target dates and Releases now.

The Chairman stated that dates should be set considering the work to be done, and later it would be necessary to see which Release they would be put into. 

André reminded the meeting that SA plenary would take the decision on freeze dates, SA1 should just give reasonable target dates for completion.

The Chairmen stated that SA had asked SA1 for precise recommendation on what was achievable, so SA1 did indeed have to express a view.

Joergen had assumed that st1 Rel-9 would be frozen in March 2009. This was still viable. 

Armin reminded the meeting that the prime function of Rel-9 was to finish off the items held over from Rel-8.

The Chairman's view was that SA1 had to make a firm decision on this supposition, to report to SA.

This caused further discussion. However, it was agreed that the aim of Rel-9 was to be quick and easy.

The Chairman also warned that it was also necessary to consider the capabilities of other groups, responsible for stages 2 and 3, since the overall completion of Features was the overriding consideration.

There was some dissent (Peter). André believed there was a difference of interpretation in SA's request to SA1. He believed that SA1 should only consider stage 1, and it was up to SA to determined whether it was reasonable to place the Feature in Rel-9 or not.  The Chairman agreed that the discussion would be pursued in SA, but believed that that the request from SA was to consider the entire Release.

Dick (BT) thought that both parties were correct.  SA1 should estimate its own work but also take a reasonable guess at whether other groups were likely to be able to achieve the later stages within the timescale.  He agreed that Peter had been right to propose a set of slides addressing each Feature and its likely timescales.

The Chairman asked for off-line discussions and the meeting would come back to the matter later in the week.

Motorola (Howard) quoted from the SA report and stated that this should be the basis for discussion.

[Considering M2M, it was observed that an overall picture was needed, including SA3.]
	noted

	4200
	
	
	
	4.2 Action Items from SA#40
	
	
	
	
	
	
	
	4.2.1
(AI40-01) Target date for Release 9 freezing

See S1-082072 and S1-082097

4.2.2
(AI40-02) IEEE 802.11u, "Interworking with External Networks"

See S1-082176

4.2.3
(AI40-03) Essential correction on manual CSG selection

The chairman indicated that action item (AI40-03) was to be addressed by the HNB group.

4.2.4
(AI40-04) Support for Additional Navigation Satellite Systems (ANSS) for LCS

4.2.5
(AI40-05) Location dependent data flows for MBMS Broadcast

André Jarvis (Nokia) offered to act as coordinator for MBMS.

4.2.6
(AI40-06) WID on Multi-Media Telephony Service enhancements

The action was taken by Dick Knight (BT) for the common IMS group.

4.2.7
AI40-07) Corporate network workshop

The chairman hoped to see the invitation to the corporate network workshop soon and recommended that some SA1 delegates should attend, with a view to harmonizing the corporate network requirements. (Dates: last week of August during SA2 meeting, in Sophia Antipolis – 25-26 Aug).
	

	5000
	5.
	
	
	5. Liaison Statements
	
	
	
	
	
	
	
	
	Agenda Item

	5050
	5
	S1-082348
	Alcatel-Lucent
	Draft Reply LS on credential storage for interworking of non-3GPP Accesses
	LS draft
	
	
	
	
	
	Revision of S1-082087
	
	Revised to S1-082384

	5050r
	5
	S1-082384
	SA1
	Draft Reply LS to SA, SA3 on credential storage for interworking of non-3GPP Accesses
	LS out
	
	
	
	
	
	Revision of S1-082348
	
	Approved.

	5051
	5
	S1-082371
	T-Mobile
	Requirement on support of CS Fallback
	22.278
	42r2
	A
	
	
	AIPN-SAE
	Revision of S1-082361.

The CR adds the description of the capability of the EPS to indicate to the UE that a change of radio access technology is needed in order to use a service which is not supported by the EPS but that is supported by a CS access in the registered PLMN. 
	
	Revised to S1-082385

	5051r
	5
	S1-082385
	T-Mobile International, NEC
	Requirement on support of CS Fallback
	22.278
	0042r3
	F
	8.5.0
	Rel-8
	AIPN-SAE
	Revision of S1-082371
	
	Agreed

	5051,2
	9.5
	S1-082372
	T-Mobile
	Requirement on support of CS Fallback
	22.278
	43r2
	F
	
	
	AIPN-SAE
	Revision of S1-082362
	
	Revised to S1-082386

	5051,2r
	9.5
	S1-082386
	T-Mobile International, NEC
	Requirement on support of CS Fallback
	22.278
	0043r3
	A
	9.0.0
	Rel-9
	AIPN-SAE
	Revision of S1-082372
	Mirror CR of S1-082385
	

	5052
	5
	S1-082344
	NecTech
	[DRAFT] Reply LS to CT1, RAN2 (Cc RAN3, SA2) on CS Fallback
	LS draft
	
	
	
	
	
	LS reply to 083/S1-082026 (=C1-082806) 
	Final files to be attached.

SA2 to be in the "To" field (not in Cc).
	Revised to S1-082387



	
	Approved.

	5099
	5
	S1-082323
	SA1
	LS to SA2 - Lack of IP address visibility in MME and S4 based SGSN (modification of S1-082052)
	LS out
	
	
	
	
	
	Revision of S1-082052
	
	approved

	5099
	5
	S1-082342
	T-Mobile
	Requirement on support of CS Fallback
	22.278
	42
	A
	8.5.0
	Rel-8
	AIPN-SAE
	
	
	revised to S1-082361

	5099
	5
	S1-082343
	T-Mobile
	Requirement on support of CS Fallback
	22.278
	43
	F
	9.0.0
	Rel-9
	AIPN-SAE
	
	
	revised to S1-082362

	5099
	5
	S1-082361
	T-Mobile
	Requirement on support of CS Fallback
	22.278
	42r1
	A
	8.5.0
	Rel-8
	AIPN-SAE
	Revision of S1-082342
	
	revised to S1-082371

	5099
	5
	S1-082370
	Vodafone
	CR to 22.278 on Update IP session control and local breakout requirements
	22.278
	41r1
	A
	
	
	AIPN-SAE
	Revision of S1-082060
	
	Revised to S1-082398

	5099
	5
	S1-082398
	Vodafone
	CR to 22.278 on Update IP session control and local breakout requirements
	22.278
	0041
	A
	9.0.0
	Rel-9
	AIPN-SAE
	Revision of S1-082370
	
	Agreed.

	5100
	5.1
	
	
	5.1 Incoming liaison statements
	
	
	
	
	
	
	
	
	Agenda Item

	5101
	5.1
	S1-082022
	C1-082541
	Reply LS on Requesting recommendations from IEEE 802.11, IEEE 802.11-08/0417r2
	LS in
	
	
	
	
	
	
	
	noted

	5101,2
	4.2.2
	S1-082176
	SP-080229
	Liaison from IEEE P802.11 to 3GPP SA and 3GPP SA2 requesting recommendations
	LS in
	
	
	
	
	
	Forwarded by SA to SA1
	Introduced by RIM (Buckley). The document had first been discussed by SA2, which considered that it was of prime interest to CT1, and SA1 had been copied for information.

Shim wondered whether 802.11u had any impact, Buckley clarified that the protocol did support MIS information (cf 24.234), and it was simply a mechanism to speed up network acquisition.

The Chairman thought that some of the issues needed a response by SA1 (multicast).

André believed that the main business was the responsibility of CT1 (transparent containers).

Joerg: 22.278 gave requirements hinting at how a terminal could understand network capabilities. It was not necessary to discuss unicast vs. mutlicast.

Buckley: 802.11u can respond immediately or at a later time. With respect 22.278, perhaps 24.234 was more applicable. He referred to the Rel-6 I-WLAN work.

Joerg: IEEE has specified things for network access discovery, so it made sense to look again at the issues.

Jacques: Cf CRs relating to this to be addressed by this meeting. He warned about the operator impact of any clash with 22.011.

The Chairman sought a volunteer to examine the existing specifications to see if there was any impact.  Joerg is it, assisted by Jacques and Adrian B.  He wished to respond to SA (since it had been SA which had asked SA1 to investigate).

Jacques: If handover occurred to a 3GPP system, this would impact network selection procedures.

André: Let us investigate and come back to the issue.
	noted

	5101,4
	11
	S1-082280
	SA1 (Joerg Swetina)
	[DRAFT] LS to IEEE P802.11

(Cc SA , SA2, CT1) on Requesting recommendations on the IEEE 802.11u approach
	LS draft
	
	
	
	
	
	Reply to LS in 2176
Revision of S1-082321.

The LS explains that in TS 22.278 (Service requirements for the Evolved Packet System (EPS)), a potential use for a “generic container” for information (which size is of the magnitude a few hundreds of Bytes), if provided by non-3GPP access networks, has been foreseen. In 
	
	Revised to S1-082411

	5101,4r
	11
	S1-082411
	SA1 (Joerg Swetina)
	LS to IEEE P802.11

(Cc SA , SA2, CT1) on Requesting recommendations on the IEEE 802.11u approach
	LS out
	
	
	
	
	
	Revision of S1-082280
	
	Approved.

	5104
	5.1
	S1-082037
	S2-085300
	Response LS on “ODB barring categories for EPS”
	LS in
	
	
	
	
	
	
	This was the response from SA2 to the same LS.  It was presented by Huawei (woman front row centre block right-most). It seems that SA1 and SA2 were in disagreement.

Howard (Motorola) thought that the requirement for this service had not been written as clearly as possible, but had in fact presented a solution based on GSM and UMTS functionality.  This was not easily transferrable to the LTE context. The actual requirement was to bar access to make calls but continue allow internet connectivity. Thus some clarification of the wording of the requirements was called for.

Frederic agreed. ODB was normally used for preventing access to charged service. But the requirement was to maintain access to allow emergency calls: CT4 had proposed a simple answer to the basic problem and there was no need for an elaborate SA2 solution.

Reiner questioned whether ODB per se was required in EPS at all.

Joerg recalled the LS sent last time on connectivity issues. SA1 had to clarify that ODB related to services, not basic connectivity.

Joergen agreed, observing that SA2's question was whether old-style ODB was still appropriate in EPS.

Amar (Nortel) agreed.

On the basis of this discussion, it was decided that the draft reply to this LS in 2140 was inappropriate and needed rework.

Further discussion took place.

Peter: ODB was added in the Rel-7 discussion of telephony (22.041).

The chairman believed that the stage 1 text did indeed need clarification and a new draft reply LS could be prepared off line.

Howard: 22.041 was in fact clearly worded (requirement was on a service level) It was 23.015 that had introduced the confusion.
	noted

	5106
	5.2
	S1-082141
	NTT Docomo
	Reply LS to RAN2 on ETWS
	LS draft
	
	
	
	
	
	
	Ed Ehrlich thought it wise to mention that if more than 1230 bytes were required ina response, mutiple messages could be sent concatenated. He also thought it might be desirable to give an indication of the maximum message size likely to have to be handled. Such an indication would help in the devising of a solution. The Chairman believed that very few messages would exceed the above byte count, and the concatenation system proposed would be adequate to handle these.  Frederic thought that 15K was probably the maximum likely size. Ed stressed that there was in fact a maximum size, but image files would be likely to exceed the above figures, and it was important to be able to specify this. The Chairman proposed that this question be mentioned in the LS. Howard wondered what was the user requirement on image rendering. But the current CBS spec did not permit the sending of an image. The Chairman thought that the data was probably transparent to the terminal.  But the question over the capabilitiy of handling images remained open. Frederic thought what was coded in XML was irrelevant, and hoped that CBS was also transparent. Ian Harris (RIM) agreed that the peer ends would of course have to understand the bit stream. He warned that the actual upper limiit was 15 pages of 82 octets (which was not precisely 15K octets). Howard had exmined TS 23.828 and could find no reference to the encoding. The Chairman maintained that CBS should remain ignorant of the data being carried. But Howard was concerned with the interpretation of the bit stream by the UE. Frederic stated that this had already been discussed when examing this work item. The 3GPP system simply acted as a bit pipe, and the UE brought the information to the attention of the user.

Concerning the second question (delay), the proposed text was acceptable. 

Concerning the third question (primary vs secondary information), Frederic stressed that the primary concern was with reliability rather than delay. Ed believed this was indeed important. But the question was, did the 4 second figure relate to a single transmission or to multiple transmissions? Frederic believed retransmission would happen on the expiry of the first 4 seconds. Frederic agreed that his text did not precisely address this aspect. The Chairman believed that a more precise wording should be offered. Howard preferred the wording "transmitted" rather than "delivered to".

On the fourth question. No substantive comment was made, but André thought it unnecessary to state their agreement with another group's view. A minor wording change was needed.

On the fifth question, there was no comment.

On the sixth question, there was a regulatory aspect, and some regulators would prefer speed over reliability and some vice versa.

On the seventh question, a similar question had already been posed by GERAN. Ed believed that the message types needed to be standardized and to be stored on the UE. The Chairman concurred: this question had to be answered.  He proposed to leave the text as it currently stood, but warned that it would eventually be necessary to address the point. Ed though it was safer for 3GPP to express a view than to simply leave it to the regulartors.

On the eighth question, the response could be combined with that to question 2.
	revised to S1-082346

	5106
	5.1
	S1-082168
	R2-082883
	Reply LS on Earthquake and Tsunami Warning System
	LS in
	
	
	
	
	
	Resubmission of S1-080701 from SA1#40.

RAN2 kindly asks CT1, SA1, SA2 and SA3 to take into account the RAN2 decisions  regarding ETWS support in Release 8 E-UTRAN, and to also provide feedback for the questions indicated.
	The document was presented by Frederic Thepot (DoCoMo). The LS asked a number of questions, many directed at SA1.
	Replied in S1-082346

	5106,2
	5
	S1-082346
	SA1
	Draft LS to RAN2 on ETWS
	LS draft
	
	
	
	
	EWTS
	Revision of S1-082141
	Revision marks to be deleted
	Revised to S1-082413

	5106,2r
	5
	S1-082413
	SA1
	LS to RAN2 on ETWS
	LS out
	
	
	
	
	EWTS
	Revision of S1-082346
	
	Approved.

	5106,8
	5.1
	S1-082164
	R2-083786
	Further questions on Earthquake and Tsunami Warning System
	LS in
	
	
	
	
	
	RAN2 kindly asks CT1, SA1 and SA2 to provide feedback for the questions indicated above, and pending questions from the previous RAN2 LS [R2-082883].
	This document was a continuation ofS1-082168, and a composite reply was needed.
	replied to

	5107
	9.2
	S1-082092
	AT&T, Nokia, Nortel, Qualcomm, SonyEricsson
	Improving Battery Life for Cell Broadcast Applications
	
	
	
	
	
	
	SA1 should send an LS to GERAN (and other WGs as appropriate) indicating that any solution developed for ETWS to extend battery life should be applicable to cell broadcast services in general.
	The document was presented by Luisa Marchetto (AT&T), stressing the importance of minimizing the effect on battery life on ETWS and on CBS in general.

Howard Benn pointed out the need to be careful to be precise in what was being asked for. In the case of GSM, the terminal had to decode the BCCH fairly frequently, and any performance requirements would be likely to have an effect on user perception. ETWS seemed to need a large nuber of bytes, and this was at odds with a generic CBS soution.

Mark Younge  stated that one of the reaons for the non take up of CBS was simply its effect on batterly life.

Armin supported the idea but GERAN would have to be consulted to see what was possible. CBS would not be supported in all countries.

Nokia (Ed Ehrlich) would draft the proposed LS.

It was noted that GSMA Devices group was also working on batterly life.
	noted

	5107,2
	5
	S1-082349
	Nokia
	[DRAFT] LS to GERAN2, RAN2, CT1 (Cc SA2) on Improving Battery Life for Cell Broadcast Applications
	LS draft
	
	
	
	
	
	Outgoing LS on battery life (see S1-082092)
	
	Revised to S1-082414



	
	
	
	
	Revision of S1-082349
	
	Approved.

	5195
	5.1
	S1-082032
	ETSI Human Factors
	Liaison on cooperation between 3GPP and TC HF relating to Personalization and User profiles.
	LS in
	
	
	
	
	
	Michael Pluke from ETSI TC HF presented the LS and the associated presentation, in S1-082190.
	
	Noted, further work is invited on this topic, and further collaboration with ETSI TC HF is invited.

	5195,2
	
	S1-082190
	
	Presentation for the LS in S1-082032
	
	
	
	
	
	
	
	
	Noted.

	5199
	5.1
	S1-082023
	C1-0802713
	LS on Rel-8 UICC parameters
	LS in
	
	
	
	
	
	
	
	noted

	5199
	5.1
	S1-082024
	C1-082772
	LS on add/remove media
	LS in
	
	
	
	
	
	
	
	noted

	5199
	5.1
	S1-082025
	C1-082799
	Reply LS on UTRA R8 hNB requirements
	LS in
	
	
	
	
	
	
	
	noted

	5199
	5.1
	S1-082026
	C1-082806
	LS on CS Fallback
	LS in
	
	
	
	
	
	CT1 kindly requests RAN2 to take CT1 feedback into account and would like RAN2 to confirm whether current description for Mobility from E-UTRA failure as per TS 36.331 allows the indication to the NAS layer of failure to move to 2G/3G, or if some specific handling for CS Fallback is required to meet CT1 expectation.


	The question was whether the solution should be mandatory or optional. Robert and Reinhard believed it should be mandatory. But Howard wondered what was meant by a "UE supporting voice". Robert believed that it was a UE which supported CS telephony. Adrian Buckly hoped that the SA1 reply should identify the bodies where this feature was defined at stage 1; it was not good to standardize on the fly, documented only in LSs. Michele Zari believed that no stage 1 requirement actually existed and this was the ideal opportunity to clarify it. Till now, SA1 had had no sight of the CS fallback work, and had not made any requirements. It was high time this was done.

Joerg was reluctant to put any mandatory requirement on a UE. The Chairman believed, however, that this was effectively mandatory for a useful service to be offered. This led to further discussion.  Armin Toepfer stressed the need to examine the matter from the end user's point of view. Reinhard agreed but the question was one of a deployment model and care needed to be taken over consistency.

Howard Benn (Motorola) considered that the solution was a function of the Release. He recalled that the stage 2 in 23.272 assumed that the functionality was optional. Nevertheless, he believed it needed to be a mandatory requirement. The Chairman warned that some subcases were evidently mandatory, but some care was needed in examining the service.

Michele thought that 3GPP should specify the functionality, but the implementation of the defined functionality would of course remain optional (like all UE functionality, in fact). The Chairman was concerned that the proposal to the customer was beginning to look inconsistent.  Joerg thought the solution was a work-around until CS fallback became unnecessary. 

Armin thought the only reason to have mandatory provisions is where some other system element depends upon it. However, in the present case, an operator was very unlikely to implement LTE but not to worry about terminals supporting CS fallback. Robert thought this proposal allowed the terminal to use a mechanism other than IMS. Lousisa (AT&T) believed SA intended the feature to be optional, and supported Michele's proposal (and to avoid the words "optional" and "mandatory" if possible).

Adrian Buckley thought it was essential that SA1 provide concrete requirements. The Chairman asked interested parties to draft text for a return LS. (Drafting session Wednesday lunch time.)

Toon noted that text already existed in an outgoing LS (S1-080564 or its revision) from S1-40 Budapest, and this text should be considered when drafting the CR.

ACTION:
Prepare CR and LS to include CS fallback capability


(action on: Michele Zarri / due by: 2008-10-10)
	reply

	5199
	5.1
	S1-082027
	C4-081949
	LS on ODB Barring Categories for EPS
	LS in
	
	
	
	
	
	(The cover page states "C4-081940" but the file is "C4-081949".)

Discussion: 

The doc was introduced by Frederic Thepot.
	
	replied to

	5199
	5.1
	S1-082028
	ITU -T SG2 - LS 99
	Recommendation E.161.1 – Guidelines to select Emergency Number for public
	LS in
	
	
	
	
	
	
	Dick (BT): He believed no action was required from SA1. No reply was needed. The ITU Recommendation was aligned (by reference!) with the 3GPP spec.
	noted

	5199
	5.1
	S1-082029
	ITU-T Working Party 1/13 LS 258
	Liaison response on 3GPP schedule for common IMS
	LS in
	
	
	
	
	
	
	The document was presented by Dick Knight (BT). He believed that the information provided by SA to ITU-T was not fully understood by ITU. The way forward was not very clear. The SA chairman had made contact with the ITU rapporteur. It might be necessary for SA to establish a requirements workshop with ITU-T, but maybe the time was not right since the end of the current study period was September; itwould be better to wait until the start of the new study period. A follow up was to be anticipated at some later date.

Armin noted that it might be useful for the rapporteurs' companies to do some internal liaison to put across the shared, common, approach. Dick firmly agreed.

In response from a queston from André, Dick acknowledged that ITU seemed to be creating its own IMS - despite the past experience with the success of 3GPP.
	noted

	5199
	5.1
	S1-082030
	CP-080412
	LS on Cooperation on Application Service Provider interfaces
	LS in
	
	
	
	
	
	
	
	noted

	5199
	5.1
	S1-082031
	CP-080431
	LS on documentation of TISPAN Rel-2 in 3GPP
	LS in
	
	
	
	
	
	
	
	noted

	5199
	5.1
	S1-082033
	S2-084366
	LS on lack of IP address visibility in MME and S4 based SGSN
	LS in
	
	
	
	
	
	
	
	noted

	5199
	5.1
	S1-082034
	S2-084460
	LS on Earthquake and Tsunami Warning System
	LS in
	
	
	
	
	
	
	
	noted

	5199
	5.1
	S1-082035
	S2-085253
	LS on CAT service notification
	LS in
	
	
	
	
	
	
	Presented by DongHee. Clarification on CAT service. He believed off-line discussions were needed with interested parties.

Joerg wondered if the SA1 spec was adequately clear, if SA2 was asking such fundamental questions. André thought it was potentially dangerous to specify too much detail at stage 2.  DongHee responded that it was indeed not necessary that SA1 specify the service in too much detail. Nevertheless he would coordinate the response in doc 2325.  Peter recommended to examine the CRS spec and to take a similar approach.
	noted

	5199
	5.1
	S1-082036
	S2-085267
	Reply LS on Earthquake and Tsunami Warning System
	LS in
	
	
	
	
	
	
	
	noted

	5199
	5.1
	S1-082038
	S3-080837
	Reply LS on ' SAE interworking with Pre-REL8 system '
	LS in
	
	
	
	
	
	SA3 has discussed the security and complexity/impact of all previous solutions again and narrowed down the choice to solutions 1b, 4 and 6b. It should be noted that the solutions 4 and 6b have somewhat changed due to the relaxed requirement from SA1.

SA3 believes that a solution with correct balance of security and complexity/impact should be chosen. Therefore, an analysis of security, but also complexity/impact, is provided below.  SA3 requests CT1 and CT4 to take this analysis into account when discussing/deciding on the solutions.
	The document was presented by Peter Bleckert (Ericsson).
	noted

	5199
	5.1
	S1-082039
	S3-080848
	LS on credential storage for interworking of non-3GPP Accesses
	LS in
	
	
	
	
	
	SA1 is asked to indicate if the 3GPP specifications shall be required to support access to EPC via non-3GPP access by devices that are not capable of interworking with 3GPP access (e.g. HRPD devices that do not support any 3GPP radio technology).
	The document was presented by Song Dong (Orange). Two alternative CRs to 33.402 (confusingly bearing the same CR number and revision number) were attached.
	noted

	5199
	5.1
	S1-082040
	S3-080916
	LS on 'New WID on Protection against Unsolicited Communication for IMS (PUCI)'
	LS in
	
	
	
	
	
	
	The document was introduced by Joerg Swetina (NEC).

Howard Benn (Motorola) wondered how this differed in IMS from today's networks. Joerg replied that it could be similar to circuit switched services, where there was very little voice spam.  But IMS enabled very quick and easy multiple call network and spam would be much easier to generate.

The Chairman thought that spam would be much easier to eliminate in managed networks. 

Dick believed the subject was wider than voice. He maintained the term "unsolicited communication" was more formal than "spam".

It was questioned whether the WID was a SI or a Feature, and the Chairman agreed that it was not good practice to combine both functionalities in the same WID; he would complain at SA level.

Joerg clarified that the TS could be done since most of the work had already been done in TISPAN, but other delegates wanted to start with a TR. Nevertheless, the Chairman disliked this approach.

Deol recalled that OMA had started some work on spam and was concerned there might be some overlap. Joerg agreed thiere was indeed an OMA work item "categorized content screening". The two were complementary, not overlapping.

Howard understood that CCSA TC5 WG5 were also addressing this question, and he asked Chinese colleagues to keep SA1 informed. There was nothing forthcoming.

Donghee wondered how far TISPAN had got with its work. Joerg understood that the requirements were completed and the technical work had started. Dick stated that the work was conducted in TISPAN WG7 but could not give a more detailed account of progress.

Amar noted that the WID referred to collaboration with SDOs, and was concerned this might imply multiple solutions. Joerg observed that there might indeed be access-specific elemenets (not purely IMS).

André observed that there were many supporting companies for the SA3 WID.

Kalyani  referred to the figure in appendix A.

The Chairman observed that it was strange to produce CRs to stage 1 but not to envisage CRs to stage 2 or stage 3. The WID as it stood was thus incomplete. He would prefer to see study and specification work separated.

Dick Knight (BT) believed the CR would give a high level requirement, and then SA3 would generate a TR identifying the possible solutions. Further elaboration of the WID would then follow.  Nevertheless, the Chairman did not like this approach.

André suggested sending an LS to SA3 to state this view point.

Armin stressed that operators were in favour of this work. The stage 1 CR would be extremely simple. The Chairman agreed, but maintained that the approach was bad from a management and planning point of view.

A proposed response was in document S1-082143.
	replied to

	5199
	5.1
	S1-082041
	S3-080928
	LS on use of ciphering indicator
	LS in
	
	
	
	
	
	
	
	noted

	5199
	5.1
	S1-082043
	S4-080449
	Reply LS on CT impacts for eCALL Data WI
	LS in
	
	
	
	
	
	
	
	noted

	5199
	5.1
	S1-082044
	SA3LI08_040
	LS on CAT interactions with lawful interception
	LS in
	
	
	
	
	
	
	
	noted

	5199
	5.1
	S1-082045
	SP-080437
	ETSI workshop on NGN Interconnection
	LS in
	
	
	
	
	
	
	
	noted

	5199
	5.1
	S1-082046
	SP-080439
	LS on Transfer of OSA API work from 3GPP to OMA
	LS in
	
	
	
	
	
	
	
	noted

	5199
	5.1
	S1-082047
	SP-080450
	Reply LS to GSMA SCaG on SIM usage in M2M applications
	LS in
	
	
	
	
	
	
	
	noted

	5199
	5.1
	S1-082048
	SP-080451
	LS on documentation of TISPAN Rel-2 in 3GPP
	LS in
	
	
	
	
	
	The work on the still outstanding services for which stage 1 requirements and work items do already exist (NBA, overlap, CW, CCBS/CCNR, IMS_Corp) can continue in the common IMS specifications that will continue to later releases but TSG SA requests not to duplicate the outcome of that work in the already frozen specifications.
	
	noted

	5199
	5.1
	S1-082160
	ISO/IEC JTC1/SC29/WG11/MPEG2008/N9946
	Liaison Statement to ETSI on ISO/IEC 14496-20 (LASeR & SAF) 
	LS in
	
	
	
	
	
	WG 11 is pleased to inform you that we have finalized the 2nd Edition of our LASeR (Light Application Scene Representation) standard, part 20 of MPEG-4 and that you may consider using this technology to extend your existing standard such as DMB and DVB-IPDC or adaptation thereof with a modern and efficient technology for representing interactive multimedia service in broadcast and mobile/broadcast convergent domain. A short description of the LASeR standard is provided in Annex 1 of this liaison and is also available as on the MPEG Home Page.
	The document was presented by the chairman.

Armin noted that this topic was not under 3GPP's responsibility.
	noted

	5199
	5.1
	S1-082161
	TISPAN WG8 18WTD312
	Reply to SG4 LS on Service Activation and Fulfilment
	LS in
	
	
	
	
	
	
	
	noted

	5199
	5.1
	S1-082165
	R2-083787
	LS NULL integrity protection algorithm
	LS in
	
	
	
	
	
	
	
	noted

	5199
	5.1
	S1-082166
	S2-085301
	Creation of a SA-wide work item for work on ICS and IMS session continuity in Release 9
	LS in
	
	
	
	
	
	3GPP SA2 kindly asks SA1 to input the feature level work item for approval at TSG SA.
	The document was introduced by Kurt Bischinger (T-Mobile). Attachment S2-085284 was the proposed feature WID. The S2-085082 was a requirements and architecture building block.

Luisa questioned the objectives: what was the definition of a user? Did this mean "subscriber"? Michele believed it was transfer from one subscriber to another subscriber ie having different SIM cards. It related to moving a session from one UE to another. Luisa believed that, in the light of this clarification, the WID should be clarifed to allow for the possibility of different subscriber.  Frederic volunteered to update the inter-device transfer WID as per SA2's request. For the IMS services centralization and continuity WID, Michele Zarri volunteered to update the WID.

Concerning the definition of user, it was sufficient to refer to the 3GPP vocabulary.

The Inter-Device Transfer – Requirement and Architecture WID should indentify the 22-series spec to be affected. 22.228 was the best guess, and this should be targetted for SA#42. Michele observed that SA2's working method was to produce a throw-away TR to gather the technical elements, and he recommended this. The TR was a temporary place holder which would never be brought under change control. The Chairman did not like this approach: a contribution maintained by the rapporteur was a better approach. (And he observed that this WI too did not distinguish between SI and specificaiton work.)

The revised Inter-Device Transfer – Requirement and Architecture WID (S2-085082) was to be provided in S1-082365. Reinhard volunteered to be rapporteur for the Feature.

Luisa pointed out that two other contribution documents were available to the meeting on how to make progress on this topic.

Donghee wondered wither the PNM was already under discussion in SA2. Armin declared that CT1 was the source, and
	replied to

	5199
	5.1
	S1-082181
	GSMA SCaG 47_015r4
	LS on SIM usage in M2M applications
	LS in
	
	
	
	
	
	
	
	Postponed to next meeting.

	5199,2
	11
	S1-082325
	SA1 (DongHee Shim)
	[DRAFT] LS to SA WG2 on Reply on CAT service notification
	LS draft
	
	
	
	
	
	To notify SA2 of the approval of the CR in S1-082347.
	Attachment missing.
	Revised to S1-082412

	5199,2r
	11
	S1-082412
	SA1
	LS to SA WG2 on Reply on CAT service notification
	LS out
	
	
	
	
	
	Revision of S1-082325
	
	Approved.

	5199,4
	5
	S1-082347
	SK Telecom, Comverse
	CAT service notification
	22.182
	017
	F
	8.2.0
	Rel-8
	CAT
	The CR removes the sentence "In the CS domain" in the note for CAT service notification requirement in TS 22.182
	
	Agreed.

	5200
	5.2
	
	
	5.2 Proposed outgoing liaison statements
	
	
	
	
	
	
	
	
	Agenda Item

	5201
	5.2
	S1-082121
	Gemalto, Telecom Italia
	Credential storage for interworking with non-3GPP Accesses
	
	
	
	
	
	
	In their liaison statement to SA1 (S1-082039), SA3 asked SA1 to indicate if the 3GPP specifications shall be required to support access to EPC via non-3GPP access by devices that are not capable of interworking with 3GPP access (e.g. HRPD devices that do not support any 3GPP radio technology). SA3 also appended two associated change requests regarding credential management in single mode non-3GPP terminals accessing EPC as their core network. Basically the text introduced by the first CR is highlighted in blue and the additional text proposed in the second CR is highlighted in red:
	The document was introduced by Jacques Saif (Gemalto) in response to the LS in S1-082039.

nn believed that the document did not cover all scenarios. (Cf trusted and untrested non-3GPP accesses, which were not represented in the documents). The I-WLAN access (non-trusted) should not be confused with a CDMA-2000 (trusted) access. Nokia felt that the Alcatel-Lucent text was preferable. Jacques emphasised the need to be clear on the technolgy under consideration. The red text related to I-WLAN systems, and the conclusion of the CR in S3-080849 was that the UICC became optional for such scenarios. The text related to multi-mode terminals. André Jarvis said that the first statement is informative but had no impact on the SA1 work.  The Chairman warned against placing requirements on areas outside of SA1's terms of reference. The Chairman had concerns with the wording of both proposed CRs. André suggested the red text should be in a note. Amar felt that the solution would be to liaise a new text back to SA3.  The Chairman felt it would be quicker to go directly to SA plenary.  David Williams preferred the way forward proposed by Alcatel-Lucent. The alternative seemed to imply the need for a UICC, but SA3 had not identified any problems of not having a UICC.

Joerg stated that 3GPP is responsible for EPS. 3GPP could not require in all instances a UICC with a USIM. We needed to allow an exception (not an informative note) to allow systems without UICC.  This was generally agreed.

Reinhard thought that the 810 CR was the better, but SA1 should send an LS to SA3 proposing better text. Armin supported Reinhard. He thought it was far too late to mandate a UICC on all interworking systems.  Jan reminded the meeting of the specific question that SA3 had asked: SA1 had to decide which approach was intended. Jacques pointed out that SA3 had clearly stated that there was no intention to mandate UICC in I-WLAN.

The Chairman maintained that it was better to propose improved text rather than just complaining at SA. Jan warned against trying to do the work of SA3. Kurt felt it was easy: one proposal was misleading, the other was perfectly correct!  A note in S1-080740 was pertinent.

Kalyani  went back to 21.21 and stressed the need to read the text carefully. Armin proposed responding to SA3 with a simple "yes".
	Noted

	5202
	5.2
	S1-082128
	Nokia Siemens Networks
	Discussion Document on Migration to EPS from pre-Rel-8 systems
	
	
	
	
	
	
	This document analyses the consequences of the LS from SA3 (S1-082038 = S3-080837) on migration to EPS from pre-Rel-8 systems. In this LS, SA3 narrows down the number of alternative solutions to three and leaves it to CT1 and CT4 to make the final selection among these.
	The document was presented by Juergen Mekel (Nokia Siemens Networks). Peter Bleckert understood that the recommendation was to take a less secure approach. Juergen thought that this was not a good interpretation. An incremental approach was needed. The decision did not, of course, lie with SA1. Peter wanted a solution which lay within a single working group in order to speed matters up. André recalled that the operators were directly interested in the matter. Kurt had some sympathy with the Nokia Siemens Networks point of view but agreed that it should be left to the experts in CT. Robert had contrary views. The requirement had clearly stated and should be left with the CT groups.

Enrico Scarrone (Telecom Italia) saw some problems with all solutions, and solution 4 looked the best to ensure multi vendor environment. He disliked option 3. Nevertheless there problems with all potential solutions.  The Chairman was inclined to agree with this view.

Armin (Vodafone) was in favour of the document proposed by Juergen.

Juergen wondered what was the magnitude of the first step: the initial step size had not been agreed.  Robert was uncomfortable with the discussion: the CT groups were better able to analyse the matter. 

The delegates did not feel strongly either way about sending the proposed LS.

André recalled the original objectives: to pin down SA1 requirements in terms of the magnitude of the step. But it was clear that there was insufficient support for any LS.

Kurt nevertheless wished it to be clearly stated that SA1 preferred a small step rather than a big one.

Peter reminded the meeting that the SA3 LS had stated that there needed to be sufficient security from the outset, and it was incorrect to use this as a drawback.

Enrico (Telecom Italia) thought that the choice between solutions 1b and 4 was where the K_ASME was located. The first solution needed an upgrade of the HLR, but the second would tie them into a proprietary solution, and operators would not be happy with this. Further discussion ensued.
	noted

	5204
	5.2
	S1-082052
	Vodafone
	Draft LS to SA2 - Lack of IP address visibility in MME and S4 based SGSN
	LS draft
	
	
	
	
	
	
	The reply LS indicated that there was no problem with the situation, but it was observed that future machine-to-machine applications might need the IP address. The response did not take this into consideration.
	revised to S1-082323

	5204,2
	5.2
	S1-082140
	NTT Docomo
	Reply LS to CT4 and SA2 on ODB in EPS
	LS draft
	
	
	
	
	
	
	In the light of discussions, the proposed reply was modified.
	revised to S1-082324

	5206
	5.2
	S1-082083
	NEC
	SA1 response to LS on CS fallback
	LS draft
	
	
	
	
	
	
	
	Revised to S1-082344

	5207
	5.2
	S1-082087
	Alcatel-Lucent
	Draft Reply LS on credential storage for interworking of non-3GPP Accesses
	LS draft
	
	
	
	
	
	The CR in S3-080849 should be presented to SA.
	The document was presented by Michael Boot (Alcatel-Lucent) in response to the LS from SA3. Various clarifications of the wording were suggested. The brief text was sufficient, and SA / SA3 could well interpret what was wanted. Armin believed that no further clafification should be added; this would be a waste of SA1 meeting time. Jacques believed that it would be useful to add text from 2088 to stress that non-3GPP-access terminals were not in the scope of 3GPP. David disagreed, believing that it was not entirely true: non-3GPP-access did have effects on the 3GPP system. Kalyani said that there was confusion over the words "non-3GPP-access", and it might be useful to state explicitly that it did not apply to CDMA terminals.

The Chairman summarized:

One proposal was to remove the third paragraphs in 2087 ("The CR in S3-080849 should be presented to SA.") and this was generally agreed.

A further proposal was to add "this requirement does not apply to CDMA-2000 access". And Jacques proposed to add the forth bullet from 2088 concerning the scope of 3GPP ("definition of eHRPD terminals is in the remit of 3GPP2"). André strongly disagreed: it would still be argued in SA. It was decided not to add that sentence. The wording of the action in 2087 needed to be changed.

Simonetta and Reinhard needed further clarification of the proposed text. It was necessary to come back again.

André wanted a clarification of the text of the question.
	revised to S1-082348

	5208
	5.2
	S1-082129
	Nokia Siemens Networks
	Proposed LS on migration to EPS from pre-Rel-8 systems
	LS draft
	
	
	
	
	
	
	
	revised to S1-082350

	5209
	5.2
	S1-082143
	NEC
	Proposed Answer LS to S1-082040 on 'New WID on Protection against Unsolicited Communication for IMS (PUCI)'
	LS draft
	
	
	
	
	
	SA1 believes that Protection against Unsolicited Communication for IMS (PUCI) will become a very relevant topic in the future for any network supporting IMS. 

SA1 is happy to support the work of SA3, expecting supporting companies of the WI will provide related requirements at the next SA1 meeting in October.
	The LS was introduced by Joerg Swetina.

Dick believed MCID should not be used in this context. It was for law-enforcement purposes, whilst unsolicited calls were normally of a non-criminal nature.  Incoming call barring (ICB) was a more appropriate service to employ.

The Chairman wished to remove more of the text from this area of the document. Peter proposed other improvements.

André returned to the SA3 work item, which claimed not to be a SI but nevertheless proposed to produce a study TR.  Ian Doig pointed out that the WID had not yet been approved at SA level.  Dick agreed that 22.228 should only be modifed once the SA3 study had been completed.

Toon's view was that this was an obvious requirement, and that the CR could be produced without the SA3 study. 

Armin believed the WID title was correct. The CR was a one-liner. But he acknowledged that the logic was wrong.

The Chairman maintained that the approach was poor.

André considered that there would be more body to the WI, and this could be raised at SA plenary.
	revised to S1-082364

	5300
	5.3
	
	
	5.3 CRs related to liaison statements
	
	
	
	
	
	
	
	
	Agenda Item

	6000
	6.
	
	
	6. New Work Items / New Study Item (R9 timeframe)
	
	
	
	
	
	
	
	
	Agenda Item

	6004
	6
	S1-082363
	ETRI
	Proposed SI on LCS support in EPC for non 3GPP accesses [LCS_non3GPP] 
	WID
	
	
	
	
	
	Revision of S1-082100
	Revision marks to be accepted.
	Revised to S1-082400



	
	Agreed.

	6009
	6
	S1-082366
	T-Mobile
	Proposed WID for IMS Services Centralization and Continuity (IMSSCC)
	WID
	
	
	
	
	
	Revision of S2-085284: 
	New companies are supporting the WID: Telecom Italia and Alcatel-Lucent.

Some further refinements, in particular on the tasks of the other WGs, will be performed later on as revision to the WID.
	Revised to S1-082401



	
	Agreed.

	6009,2
	6
	S1-082365
	NTT DoCoMo
	Proposed WID for Inter-Device Transfer – Requirements (IMSSCC-IDT)
	WID
	
	
	
	
	
	Revision of S2-085082

This is a BB under the just-approved Feature in S1-082401.
	KDDI, Alcatel-Lucent, Nortel Networks, Softbank Mobile, Toshiba and Panasonic also support the WID.
	Revised to S1-082402



	
	
	
	
	Revision of S1-082365
	
	Agreed.

	6009,4
	7
	S1-082367
	SA1
	Reply LS to SA2

(Cc SA3, SA4, SA5) on Creation of a SA-wide work item for work on ICS and IMS session continuity in Release 9 
	LS draft
	
	
	
	
	
	To inform all the involved WGs on the approval of the Feature level WID in S1-082366.
	The WID has to be attached.

One typo in SA1 meeting number.
	Revised to S1-082403

	6009,4r
	7
	S1-082403
	SA1
	Reply LS to SA2

(Cc SA3, SA4, SA5) on Creation of a SA-wide work item for work on ICS and IMS session continuity in Release 9 
	LS out
	
	
	
	
	
	Revision of S1-082367
	
	Approvedd.

	6099
	6
	S1-082362
	T-Mobile
	Requirement on support of CS Fallback
	22.278
	43r1
	F
	9.0.0
	Rel-9
	AIPN-SAE
	Revision of S1-082343
	
	revised to S1-082372

	6099
	6
	S1-082364
	SA1

	Answer LS to S1-082040 on 'New WID on Protection against Unsolicited Communication for IMS (PUCI)'
	LS out
	
	
	
	
	
	Revision of S1-082143
	
	Approved

	6904
	6.9
	S1-082051
	ETRI
	Study on Personal Broadcast Service
	WID
	
	
	
	
	
	Personal Broadcasting is a service that allows any ordinary PC users broadcast their own voice and face using Internet. The service may also be available to 3GPP users with minor efforts to LTE.
	The document was presented by Jaihyung Cho (There were only two supporting companies, though no delegates had a problem in principle to the study item. The meeting would return to this document later.
The four companies were finally found.

BT and NSN have concerns about having a note in the "objective" section. To be revised off-line.
	Revised to S1-082399



	
	Revised to S1-082417

	6904rr
	6.9
	S1-082417
	ETRI
	Study on Personal Broadcast Service
	WID
	
	
	
	
	
	Revision of S1-082399
	
	Agreed.

	6908
	6.9
	S1-082064
	KPN
	Proposed WID on Network Improvements for Machine Type Communications (NIMTC)
	WID
	
	
	
	
	
	This is the new version of the proposed WID on Network Improvements for Machine-type Communications (NIMTC), already seen at previous SA1 meeting and at previous SA.
	Ericsson is thanked by the chairman for their willigness to compromise and accept this WID.
	Revised to S1-082388



	
	
	
	
	Revision of S1-082064
	Ericsson has some concerns about the fact that the "UICC apps" box is moved from "no" to "don't know", since they believe they are some UICC aspects,
	Agreed.

	6909
	6.9
	S1-082100
	SK Telecom, Samsung, Intel, Sprint, ETRI, Polaris Wireless
	WID on LCS support in SAE for non-3GPP accesses WID for R9
	
	
	
	
	
	
	WID on LCS support in SAE for non-3GPP accesses WID for R9
	The WI was introduced by Donghee Shim.

Robert reminded the meeting that I-WLAN had been declared to be a 3GPP access, and this needed to be reflected in the WID.

André thought there might be an impact on the mobile. Donghee replied that this was as yet unknown. The Chairman maintained that it should be none, since the mobile was not in the scope of 3GPP.

Kalyani stated that the mobile equipment could have many radio interfaces.

Daol thought this should be a study item because the requirements in 22.071 requirements were not very clear. There were also privacy concerns.

Donghee believed 22.935 was adequate for I-WLAN, but WiMAX and 3GPP2 needed further study.

André thought there were implications on non-3GPP infrastructure or on EPS. 

Kalyani stressed the need to respect the specified architecture. The discussion was wider than SA1: EPC would be used by many accesses.

Reinhard was unhappy with specifying too much detail in the WI.

The Chairman thought that CDMA might be easy to resolve, but other systems were more doubtful. Andréa agreed and questioned the benefit of doing this work, since 3GPP2 already had LCS standards and it was only a question of interworking.

Howard believed that WiMAX had chosen the OMA solution.

Chris queried the terminolgy, which could be clearer; Reinhard wanted some improvement to the scope.

Donghee tried to address the concerns raised. SA2 was addressing the deficiencies of OMA, and were proposing two solutions. He believed the OMA solution had no effect on EPC. He though the current basic requirements of 22.071 were not adequate.

Daol wished to emphasis the need to define appropriate requirements, and this was best done in the context of a study item. 

The Chairman proposed further off-line discussion might find a way forward.
	revised to S1-082363+S138

	7000
	7.
	
	
	7. Pre-Release 8 CRs and contributions
	
	
	
	
	
	
	
	
	Agenda Item

	8000
	8.
	
	
	8. Contributions and CRs for Release 8
	
	
	
	
	
	
	
	
	Agenda Item

	8010
	8
	S1-082014
	Ericsson, AT&T, Verizon
	CR to TS 22.278 ch 5 to align R8 stage 1 and stage 2 wrt service continuity
	22.278
	0033
	C
	8.5.0
	Rel-8
	AIPN-SAE
	The CR dissociates the case of 3GPP2 from other non-3GPP systems in the requirements for EPS.
	Since the CR aligns to Stage 2, it should rather be Category C.

It is not clear why the case of 3GPP2 should be distinguished from other systems.

There was no consensus during the presentation, so a revised number was given to try to reach an offline compromise.
	Revised to S1-082182

	8010r
	8
	S1-082182
	Ericsson, AT&T, Verizon
	CR to TS 22.278 ch 5 to align R8 stage 1 and stage 2 wrt service continuity
	22.278
	0033r1
	F
	8.5.0
	Rel-8
	AIPN-SAE
	Revision of S1-082014
	
	Agreed.

	8011
	8
	S1-082015
	Ericsson, AT&T
	CR to TS 22.278 ch 7.1.4.4 to align R8 stage 1 and 2 wrt service continuity
	22.278
	0034
	C
	8.5.0
	Rel-8
	AIPN-SAE
	The CR removes some redundancy with respect to Stage 1 requirements for service continuity for WiMAX access. 
	There was several objections, already expressed offline to the author.
	Noted.

	8012
	8
	S1-082017
	Ericsson
	CR to TS 22.278 ch 7.1.4.2 to align stage 1 and stage 2 wrt service continuity
	22.278
	0036
	C
	8.5.0
	Rel-8
	AIPN-SAE
	For consistency with other stages, the CR removes the sentence "Service continuity of an established voice call shall have minimal impact on existing standards, in particular on pre Rel-6 standards."
	CR category should be F.
	Revised to S1-082183

	8012r
	8
	S1-082183
	Ericsson
	CR to TS 22.278 ch 7.1.4.2 to align stage 1 and stage 2 wrt service continuity
	22.278
	0036r1
	F
	8.5.0
	Rel-8
	
	Revision of S1-082017
	
	Agreed.

	8012,2
	9.16
	S1-082018
	Ericsson
	CR to TS 22.278 Rel-9 ch 7.1.4.2 wrt service continuity (mirror to a Rel-8 CR)
	22.278
	0037
	A
	9.0.0
	Rel-9
	AIPN-SAE
	Mirror CR of S1-082017.
	
	Agreed.

	8013
	8
	S1-082016
	Ericsson
	CR to TS 22.278 to align SAE Rel-8 stage 1 and stage 2 with regards to MBMS
	22.278
	0035
	C
	8.5.0
	Rel-8
	AIPN-SAE
	SA#39 decided that MBMS shall not be part of SAE Rel-8. SA1#40 agreed a CR towards 22.278 to remove MBMS but the text in 7.1.4.1 was forgotten. 
	Some further corrections are needed.
	Noted.

	8014
	8
	S1-082108
	T-Mobile
	Access Network Discovery and Steering of Access
	22.278
	0038
	F
	8.5.0
	Rel-8
	AIPN-SAE
	Currently stage 2 and 3 Access Network Discovery and Steering of Access work is under progress, however the requirements are not clear enough to provide the guidance which is needed to progress the work.
	The preference would be to let Stage 2 to progress a n bit more before to provide the requirements.
	Revised to S1-082184

	8014r
	8
	S1-082184
	T-Mobile
	Access Network Discovery and Steering of Access
	22.278
	0038r1
	F
	8.5.0
	Rel-8
	AIPN-SAE
	Revision of S1-082108
	The cover page is wrong wrt the clause affected.
	Revised to S1-082415

	8014rr
	8
	S1-082415
	T-Mobile
	Access Network Discovery and Steering of Access
	22.278
	0038r2
	F
	8.5.0
	Rel-8
	AIPN-SAE
	Revision of S1-082184
	
	Agreed.

	8014,2
	8
	S1-082109
	T-Mobile
	Access Network Discovery and Steering of Access
	22.278
	0039
	A
	9.0.0
	Rel-9
	AIPN-SAE
	Mirror CR of S1-082108.
	
	Revised to S1-082185

	8014,2r
	8
	S1-082185
	T-Mobile
	Access Network Discovery and Steering of Access
	22.278
	0039r1
	A
	9.0.0
	Rel-9
	AIPN-SAE
	Revision of S1-082109
	Mirror CR of S1-082415


	Revised to S1-082416

	8014,2rr
	8
	S1-082416
	T-Mobile
	Access Network Discovery and Steering of Access
	22.278
	0039r2
	A
	9.0.0
	Rel-9
	AIPN-SAE
	Revision of S1-082185
	
	Agreed.

	8015
	8
	S1-082084
	Alcatel-Lucent
	Trusted domain support
	22.153
	0005
	F
	8.1.0
	Rel-8
	PRIOR
	The CR clarifies that "If there is no agreement on priority handling between networks,  the priority does not carry across network boundaries."
	Some minor corrections are needed on the cover page.
	Revised to S1-082186

	8015r
	8
	S1-082186
	Alcatel-Lucent
	Trusted domain support
	22.153
	0005r1
	F
	8.1.0
	Rel-8
	PRIOR
	Revision of S1-082084
	
	Agreed.

	8015,2
	8
	S1-082187
	Alcatel-Lucent
	Trusted domain support
	22.153
	0006
	B
	9.0.0
	Rel-9
	PRIOR
	Rel-9 mirror of the CR in S1-082186
	
	Agreed

	8016
	8
	S1-082098
	SK Telecom, Samsung, Comverse
	Responses to discussion on Multimedia CAT/CRS content download
	
	
	
	
	
	
	This is an introductory explanation to the CR in S1-082099.
	Agreed in principle for Rel-9.

This contribution lists up responses to discussion on Multimedia CAT/CRS content download
	See the actual CR in S1-082099.

	8016,2
	8
	S1-082099
	SK Telecom, Samsung, Comverse
	Multimedia CAT content download
	22.182
	0016
	C
	8.2.0
	Rel-8
	CAT
	The CR clarifies the  requirement for mutimedia CAT content download in the CS domain and limited usage of CAT content, i.e., music type of CAT content only, in the CS domain for CS voice call.
	Rel-8 is closed for some time already, but the CR definitely cannot be considered as Cat F. It should even be category B. 

There are objections to have it for Rel-8 due to the calendar.

It should be resubmitted as for Rel-9, and the category should be changed to B.
	Revised to S1-082188

	8016,2r
	8
	S1-082188
	SK Telecom, Samsung, Comverse
	Multimedia CAT content download
	22.182
	0016r1
	C
	8.2.0
	Rel-9
	TEI
	Revision of S1-082099
	This CR will create the Rel-9 version of 22.182.
	Agreed.

	8017
	8
	S1-082130
	Vodafone, Research in Motion
	Support for auto answer of emergency call-back
	22.101
	0278
	F
	8.9.0
	Rel-8
	TEI8
	The CR adds the requirement to support auto-answer in PSAP call back requests.
	More discussions are needed on this feature.
	Noted.

	8018
	7.
	S1-082086
	Alcatel-Lucent
	Emergency Call Feature Interaction
	22.101
	0277
	F
	7.10.0
	Rel-7
	EMC1
	This was considered unnecessary in Rel-7 last SA1 but after SA2 discussion it has been seen to be required.
	The document was presnted by Michael Boote (Alcatel-Lucent). The CR had been seen in the previous meeting but it was not clear whether a Rel-7 CR was needed.  Subsequently it had been agreed that it was indeed needed.

However there was some concern over whethe the text was identical to the current Release 8 and Reiner reported that there was a minor difference compared with the latest Release 8 text. There was further discussion on the precise text and its implications.

Michael stated that the change to §10.1.3 came from SA2.
	revised to S1-082368

	8018,2
	8
	S1-082368
	Alcatel-Lucent
	Emergency Call Feature Interaction
	22.101
	0277r1
	F
	7.10.0
	Rel-7
	EMC1
	Revision of S1-082086
	
	agreed

	8099
	8
	S1-082053
	Vodafone
	Applicability of PNM to MMTel
	
	
	
	
	
	
	
	
	Handled in CIMS SWG

	8099
	8
	S1-082059
	Vodafone
	CR to 22.278 on Update IP session control and local breakout requirements
	22.278
	0040
	F
	8.5.0
	Rel-8
	AIPN-SAE
	
	The CR was introduced by Mona Mustapha.

Kurt wondered if the control plane was also affected. Was it necessary to signal to the home network? The control plane could be routed locally while the user plane could be routed via the home network. Futher discussion on the precise wording ensued.

Peter suggested that the cover page "reason for change" needed modification because annex A had been removed. He also proposed revised text: "a single application running on the UE shall not be required to send and receive traffic through mutiple PDNs".  There was other minor modifications, and the resulting text was agreeable.
	revised to S1-082369

	8099
	8
	S1-082060
	Vodafone
	CR to 22.278 on Update IP session control and local breakout requirements
	22.278
	0041
	A
	9.0.0
	Rel-9
	AIPN-SAE
	
	The mirror CR was modified in line with the original.
	revised to S1-082370

	8099
	8
	S1-082149
	Nortel Networks
	CR to TS 22.101on Emergency Call-Back Clarification
	
	
	
	
	
	
	
	The document was introduced by Amar Deol (Nortal).

There was some discussion on the wording and the implication on the use or otherwise of multiple UICCs.

Howard Benn (Motorola) understood that there was already a good definiton of UE, and this term should be used in preference. Deol maintained that the original wording was optimal. 

Adrian Buckley recalled the functionality "group" and the result would be the same.

The Chairman agreed but that solution was only applicable to IMS.

Michele did not believe that the CR was an essential correction, since it only added a note.

It was agreed not to pursue the matter.
	Not approved

	8099
	8
	S1-082369
	Vodafone
	CR to 22.278 on Update IP session control and local breakout requirements
	22.278
	0040r1
	F
	8.5.0
	Rel-8
	AIPN-SAE
	Revision of S1-082059
	The document had been edited on line by the Chairman and was agreed unseen.
	agreed

	9000
	9.
	
	
	9. Contributions and CRs for Release 9
	
	
	
	
	
	
	
	
	Agenda Item



	
	F
	9.0.0
	Rel-9
	ICSRA
	
	The CR number is missing on the cover page.
	Revised to S1-082192



	
	Agreed

	9100
	9.1
	
	
	9.1 Common IMS
	
	
	
	
	
	
	
	
	Agenda Item

	9101
	9.1
	S1-082202
	C-IMS SWG
	Presentation
	
	
	
	
	
	
	The output of the CIMS SWG are:

S1-082202 (This presentation)

S1-082205 (Updated WID: eMMTEL)

S1-082206 (CR 22.173 Editorial modifications)

S1-082209 (LS to CT1 on Applicability of PNM to MMTel)

S1-082207 (Updated WID: Maintenance of TISPAN release 1 common IMS)

S1 -082208 (new TS TISPAN Services and Capabilities Requirements)

S1-082210 (LS to ETSI TISPAN on R1 Services and Capabilities Requirements handling)
	The revised WID is in S1-082101 and not in S1-082201 as mentioned on slide 3.
	Noted.

	9101,2
	9.1
	S1-082201
	C-IMS SWG
	Report
	
	
	
	
	
	
	
	
	Approved.

	9102
	9.1
	S1-082205
	C-IMS SWG
	Revised WID on Multi-Media Telephony Service enhancements
	WID
	
	
	
	
	
	
	The revision marks have to show the differences with the original WID.
	Revised to S1-082406

	9102r
	9.1
	S1-082406
	C-IMS SWG (Dick Knight)
	Revised WID on Multi-Media Telephony Service enhancements
	WID
	
	
	
	
	
	Revision of S1-082205
	
	Agreed in principle. To be sent by e-mail.

	9103
	9.1
	S1-082206
	France Telecom - Orange
	Editorial modifications
	22.173
	0021r1
	D
	8.3.0
	Rel-8
	TEI8
	
	Rev marks on the cover page.

Bad formatting of the CR, showing cover page and ToC.
	Revised to S1-082407

	9103r
	9.1
	S1-082407
	France Telecom - Orange
	Editorial modifications
	22.173
	0021r2
	D
	8.3.0
	Rel-8
	TEI8
	Revision of S1-082206
	
	Agreed.

	9104
	9.1
	S1-082209
	C-IMS SWG
	LS to CT1 on Applicability of PNM to MMTel
	LS out
	
	
	
	
	
	CT1 is asked to comment whether an inclusion of PNM applicability to MMTel will be in line with current CT1 specification work
	
	Approved.

	9105
	9.1
	S1-082207
	C-IMS SWG
	Updated WID: Maintenance of TISPAN release 1 common IMS
	WID
	
	
	
	
	
	
	
	Agreed.

	9106
	9.1
	S1-082208
	C-IMS SWG
	TS ab.cde V1.3.1 on TISPAN - 
Services and Capabilities Requirements - Rel-7
	TS
	
	
	
	
	
	
	
	Agreed to be sent for one-step-approval. 

	9107
	9.1
	S1-082210
	C-IMS SWG
	DRAFT LS to TISPAN WG2 reply on transfer of the common IMS part of published TS 181 005 R1 to 3GPP SA1
	LS draft
	
	
	
	
	
	
	
	Revised to S1-082408

	9107r
	9.1
	S1-082408
	C-IMS SWG
	LS to TISPAN WG2 reply on transfer of the common IMS part of published TS 181 005 R1 to 3GPP SA1
	LS out
	
	
	
	
	
	Revision of S1-082210
	
	Approved.

	9109
	9.1
	S1-082203
	C-IMS SWG
	Agenda
	
	
	
	
	
	
	
	
	Handled by CIMS SWG

	9109
	9.1
	S1-082204
	C-IMS SWG
	Revised Agenda for C-IMS
	
	
	
	
	
	
	
	
	Handled by CIMS SWG

	9109
	9.1
	S1-082326
	SK Telecom
	Support for Additional Navigation Satellite Systems (ANSS) for LCS
	22.071
	077
	B
	8.0.0
	Rel-8
	LCS
	Just one abbreviation is added.
	The author clarified that "GNSS" is used and refers to Galileo and GPS. 

It is proposed to replace it by "GANSS", which includes all types of satellite system.

The Chairman explained that adding the abbreviation is not enough: the proper requirement(s) should be added. 

The SA1 officials are tasked to clean-up the specification with respect to this topic. 
	Noted.

	9110
	9.1.1
	
	
	9.1.1 Multi-Media Telephony Service enhancements (eMMTEL)
	
	
	
	
	
	
	
	
	Agenda Item

	9119
	9.1.1
	S1-082003
	France Telecom - Orange
	Editorial modifications
	22.173
	0021
	D
	8.3.0
	Rel-8
	eMMTel
	
	Revised
	Handled by CIMS SWG

	9119
	9.1.1
	S1-082004
	France Telecom - Orange
	Service status information
	22.173
	0022

	B
	8.3.0
	Rel-9
	eMMTel
	
	Noted
	Handled by CIMS SWG

	9119
	9.1.1
	S1-082005
	France Telecom - Orange
	Context-dependent announcements
	22.173
	0023
	B
	8.3.0
	Rel-9
	eMMTel
	
	Noted
	Handled by CIMS SWG

	9119
	9.1.1
	S1-082006
	France Telecom - Orange
	Multimedia announcements
	22.173
	0024
	B
	8.3.0
	Rel-9
	eMMTel
	
	Noted
	Handled by CIMS SWG

	9119
	9.1.1
	S1-082007
	France Telecom - Orange
	White / Black list
	22.173
	0025
	B
	8.3.0
	Rel-9
	eMMTel
	
	Noted
	Handled by CIMS SWG

	9119
	9.1.1
	S1-082008
	France Telecom - Orange
	Calendar
	22.173
	0026
	B
	8.3.0
	Rel-9
	eMMTel
	
	Noted
	Handled by CIMS SWG

	9119
	9.1.1
	S1-082009
	France Telecom - Orange
	Busy management
	22.173
	0027
	B
	8.3.0
	Rel-9
	eMMTel
	
	Noted
	Handled by CIMS SWG

	9119
	9.1.1
	S1-082010
	France Telecom – Orange, BT
	Completion of Communication to Busy Subscriber Real time follow-up
	22.173
	0028
	B
	8.3.0
	Rel-9
	eMMTel
	
	Noted
	Handled by CIMS SWG

	9119
	9.1.1
	S1-082011
	France Telecom - Orange
	Communication Waiting Real time follow-up
	22.173
	0029
	B
	8.3.0
	Rel-9
	eMMTel
	
	Noted
	Handled by CIMS SWG

	9119
	9.1.1
	S1-082012
	France Telecom - Orange
	No-Reply management
	22.173
	0030
	B
	8.3.0
	Rel-9
	eMMTel
	
	Noted
	Handled by CIMS SWG

	9119
	9.1.1
	S1-082013
	Rapporteur
	MMTel_enhancements_new_WI_update
	
	
	
	
	
	
	
	Noted
	Handled by CIMS SWG

	9119
	9.1.1
	S1-082054
	Motorola
	eMMTel - Enhanced Malicious Communication Identification
	
	
	
	
	
	
	
	Noted
	Handled by CIMS SWG

	9119
	9.1.1
	S1-082055
	Motorola
	Blocking Malicious Communication Originator
	22.173
	31
	C
	8.3.0
	Rel-9
	eMMTel
	
	Noted
	Handled by CIMS SWG

	9119
	9.1.1
	S1-082114
	Ericsson
	eMMTel - Enhanced User to service interaction for configuration
	
	
	
	
	
	
	
	
	Handled by CIMS SWG

	9120
	9.1.2
	
	
	9.1.2 Other common IMS R9 contribution
	
	
	
	
	
	
	
	
	Agenda Item

	9129
	9.1.2
	S1-082057
	France Telecom
	Network_answering_machine
	
	
	
	
	
	
	
	Noted
	Handled in CIMS SWG

	9129
	9.1.2
	S1-082138
	NTT Docomo
	IMS UE Transfer requirements
	
	
	
	
	
	
	A new work item that intends to expand on the already defined Release 8 functionalities in the area of IMS Service Continuity has been proposed by SA2. In order to make sure that these related activities are harmonized across TSG SA, SA2 has also prepared a feature level work item description . The intention is to make this WID SA-wide therefore all the SA working groups contributing to this activity should mark any relevant work item initiated in the group as a building block of this feature. This paper is a proposal for a new building block called “Inter-UE Transfer”
	The document was introduced by Frederic Thepot, proposing an “Inter-UE Transfer” building block in IMS Service Continuity.

The Chairman suggested that this work could not be completed before March 2009 and would take the form of a TS. Off line discussion was needed to judge the feasibility of what could result.

Youngae Kim (RIM) warned about overlap with other items.
	noted

	9199
	5.1
	S1-082159
	TISPAN 17bTD335r1
	Response to LS (S1-080609=17bTD277) on transfer of the common IMS part of published TS 181 005 R1 to 3GPP SA1
	LS in
	
	
	
	
	
	
	
	Handled by CIMS SWG

	9199
	9.1
	S1-082170
	BT
	Proposed handling of R1 Services and Capabilities Requirements from TISPAN
	
	
	
	
	
	
	
	Agreed
	Handled by CIMS SWG

	9199
	9.1
	S1-082171
	BT
	Updated WID: Maintenance of TISPAN release 1 common IMS
	
	
	
	
	
	
	
	Revised
	Handled by CIMS SWG

	9199
	9.1
	S1-082172
	BT
	Proposed new TS TISPAN Services and Capabilities Requirements
	
	
	
	
	
	
	
	Revised
	Handled by CIMS SWG

	9199
	9.1
	S1-082173
	BT
	Draft LS to TISPAN on R1 Services and Capabilities Requirements handling
	LS draft
	
	
	
	
	
	
	Revised
	Handled by CIMS SWG

	9200
	9.2
	
	
	9.2 Public Warning System Requirements (PWS-S1)
	
	
	
	
	
	
	
	
	Agenda Item

	9300
	9.4
	
	
	9.4 Customized Ringing Signal (CRS)
	
	
	
	
	
	
	
	
	Agenda Item

	9301
	9.3
	S1-082241
	CRS SWG
	Report
	
	
	
	
	
	
	
	
	Approved.

	9301
	9.3
	S1-082242
	CRS SWG
	Presentation
	
	
	
	
	
	
	Output from SWG to SA1 (note that these are not CRs since the spec has not yet reached v.2.0.0):

S1-082049, CRS content storage

S1-082050, CRS not subscribed

S1-082244, CRS update

S1-082246, Clarifications on CRS TS

S1-082247, Editor’s notes for CRS TS 22.183 

S1-082201, Updated WID for CRS
	
	Noted.

	9302
	9.3
	S1-082049
	France Telecom Orange
	CRS content storage
	
	
	
	
	
	
	Change to the draft spec.
	Agreed.
	Handled by CRS SWG

	9303
	9.3
	S1-082050
	France Telecom Orange
	CRS not subscribed
	
	
	
	
	
	
	Change to the draft spec.
	Agreed.
	Handled by CRS SWG

	9304
	9.3
	S1-082244
	China Mobile, SK Telecom, France Telecom - Orange
	CRS Update (TS 22.183)
	22.183
	
	
	
	
	
	Change to the draft spec.
	Agreed.
	Handled by CRS SWG

	9305
	9.3
	S1-082243
	CRS SWG
	Agenda
	
	
	
	
	
	
	
	
	Handled by CRS SWG. 

	9305
	9.3
	S1-082246
	Nortel Networks, SK Telecom
	Clarifications on CRS TS 22.183
	22.183
	
	
	
	
	
	Change to the draft spec.
	Agreed.
	Handled by CRS SWG

	9306
	9.3
	S1-082247
	Nortel Networks, SK Telecom
	Editor’s notes for CRS TS 22.183
	22.183
	
	
	
	
	
	Change to the draft spec.
	Agreed.
	Handled by CRS SWG

	9307
	6.9
	S1-082101
	SK Telecom, Samsung, Comverse, Huawei, LG Electronics, China Mobile, Toshiba, France Telecom, Orange
	Revised Work Item Description on Customized Ringing Signal
	WID
	
	
	
	
	
	
	
	Approved.

	9399
	9.3
	S1-082066
	China Mobile, SK Telcom
	CRS Update (TS 22.183)
	22.183
	
	
	
	
	
	
	Revised to S1-082167
	Handled by CRS SWG

	9399
	9.3
	S1-082152
	Nortel Networks
	Clarifications on CRS TS 22.183
	22.183
	
	
	
	
	
	
	Revised to S1-082246 and S1-082247
	Handled by CRS SWG

	9399
	9.3
	S1-082167
	China Mobile, SK Telcom
	CRS Update (TS 22.183)
	22.183
	
	
	
	
	
	Revision of S1-082066
	Revised to S1-082244
	Handled by CRS SWG

	9399
	9.3
	S1-082245
	CRS SWG
	Revised Agenda for CRS SWG
	
	
	
	
	
	
	
	
	Handled by CRS SWG

	9400
	9.4
	
	
	9.4 FS on enhanced voice service requirements for the EPS (FSEV_EPS-S1)
	
	
	
	
	
	
	
	
	Agenda Item

	9401
	9.4
	S1-082262
	EVS SWG
	Presentation
	
	
	
	
	
	
	The output to SA1 are:

Latest draft TR 22.813 V0.5.0, contained in S1-082266

1 output liaison to 3GPP SA4, contained in S1-082264 
	
	Noted.

	9401,2
	9.4
	S1-082261
	EVS SWG
	Report
	
	
	
	
	
	
	
	
	Approved.

	9402
	9.4
	S1-082266
	EVS SWG
	TR 22.813 v.0.5.0 on EVS
	TR
	
	
	
	
	
	
	A wrong file was put on the server with this number.
	Revised to S1-082409

	9402,2
	9.4
	S1-082409
	EVS SWG
	TR 22.813 v.0.5.0 on EVS
	TR
	
	
	
	
	
	Revision of S1-082266
	
	Agreed as a basis for future contribution.

	9403
	9.4
	S1-082264
	EVS SWG
	[DRAFT] LS to SA4 on Enhanced Voice Codecs for the Evolved Packet System (EPS)
	LS draft
	
	
	
	
	
	SA4 is asked to review the latest available version of the EVS TR (in S1-082409).
	
	Revised to S1-082410

	9403r
	9.4
	S1-082410
	EVS SWG
	LS to SA4 on Enhanced Voice Codecs for the Evolved Packet System (EPS)
	LS out
	
	
	
	
	
	Revision of S1-082264
	
	Approved.

	9405
	5.1
	S1-082042
	S4-080430_0447
	LS answer to “Enhanced Voice Codecs for the Evolved Packet System (EPS)”
	LS in
	
	
	
	
	
	
	
	Handled by EVS SWG

	9409
	2.1
	S1-082020
	Vodafone
	FSEV_EPS – TR22.813 - addition of paragraph to Use Cases
	22.813
	
	
	
	
	
	This document proposes to evaluate Use Cases in regard to whether it is likely that described call scenarios will benefit from Enhanced Voice Codecs in order to focus further considerations on required performance.
	Vodafone (Armin) stated that the document was simple and needed to be first addressed in the opening plenary session. He introduced the four use cases.

"It is proposed to add to any of the Use Cases a paragraph “Evaluation” and derive requirements for EVC only from those Use Cases being identified as “valid”."

André considered that user A could use any codec, but the text did not make this clear.

Joerg thought the idea of ranking use cases was a good idea.

Louisa thought that the use cases were too generic and needed further elaboration, particular on those which were really valid. This was generally approved, and the EVS subgroup was asked to take this into consideration. 

The doc was agreed in principle and discussion would continue in the subgroup.
	Handled mainly in EVS SWG. agreed in principle but the topic required further discussion

	9409
	9.4
	S1-082263
	EVS SWG
	Agenda
	
	
	
	
	
	
	
	
	Handled by EVS SWG

	9409
	9.4
	S1-082265
	Vodafone
	FSEV_EPS – TR22.813 – assessment of existing codecs
	22.813
	
	
	
	
	
	
	
	Handled by EVS SWG

	9409
	9.4
	S1-082267
	Qualcomm, Sprint
	Use cases for EVS
	
	
	
	
	
	
	
	Agreed
	Handled by EVS SWG

	9409
	9.4
	S1-082268
	France Telecom, Orange SA
	Proposed system and service requirements for EPS Enhanced Voice Codecs Draft 3GPP TR 22.813
	
	
	
	
	
	
	
	Agreed
	Handled by EVS SWG

	9499
	9.4
	S1-082021
	Vodafone
	FSEV_EPS – TR22.813 -  assessment of existing codecs
	22.813
	
	
	
	
	
	
	Revised to S1-082265
	Handled by FSEV SWG

	9499
	9.4
	S1-082063
	France Telecom - Orange
	Proposed system and service requirements for Draft 3GPP TR 22.813
	
	
	
	
	
	
	
	Revised to S1-082268
	Handled by FSEV SWG

	9499
	9.4
	S1-082106
	T-Mobile
	Perceived end-to-end service quality
	
	
	
	
	
	
	
	Not Handled
	Handled by FSEV SWG

	9499
	9.4
	S1-082107
	Matsushita Electric (Panasonic)
	Proposals on EVS requirements for EPS
	
	
	
	
	
	
	
	Partly handled
	Handled by FSEV SWG

	9499
	9.4
	S1-082112
	Ericsson
	Considerations on enhanced voice service requirements for the EPS
	
	
	
	
	
	
	
	Noted
	Handled by FSEV SWG

	9499
	9.4
	S1-082124
	Nokia Corporation
	Proposals for the EPS Voice Study:  Use Cases and Service Requirements
	
	
	
	
	
	
	
	Partly handled
	Handled by FSEV SWG

	9499
	9.4
	S1-082144
	Qualcomm
	TR22.813 Use cases for EVS (clause 5)
	22.813
	
	
	
	
	
	
	Revised to S1-082267
	Handled by FSEV SWG

	9499
	9.4
	S1-082145
	Qualcomm
	TR22.813 System and service requirements for EVS (clause 6)
	22.813
	
	
	
	
	
	
	Partly handled
	Handled by FSEV SWG

	9500
	9.5
	
	
	9.5 Enhanced Home NodeB / eNodeB (EHNB)
	
	
	
	
	
	
	
	
	Agenda Item

	9501
	9.5
	S1-082222
	HNB SWG chairman 

(T- Mobile)
	Presentation
	
	
	
	
	
	
	The HNB SWG agreed upon the following CRs:

S1-082374 (open): CR to 22.011 on Additional HNB/HeNB operator requirements

S1-082354: CR to 22.011 Rel-8: Essential correction to manual CSG selection

S1-082333: CR to 22.011 Rel-8: Correction on definition of length for HNBID

S1-082335 (open): CR to 21.905 Rel-8: Add definitions and abbreviations related to Home NodeB and Home eNodeB.

They also made improvements to TS 22.220 (Rel-9) [EHNB] and provided a new draft of TS 22.220 0.3.0 (Rel-9).

They handled the following LSs:

Liaisons

S1-082341

 LS for clarification on open or closed access has been proposed to send to RAN2 and CT1 

S1-082338

 Reply LS on coding of Home (e)NodeB identifier (S1-082163)

S1-082225

 Reply LS on UTRA R8 hNB requirements (S1-082169)

S1-082353

 Reply LS to Requirements for Femtocells in consideration of HeNB (S1-2178)
	RIM have global concerns about the deviation of scope of the Home (e) Node B, which seems to be more and more ambitious and more and more complex, turning to be almost a license-free system. RIM insisted on the dangers of such deviations.

For Softbank, it is too early to limit the scope of the item in Rel-9, which is called "Enhancements" (of H(e)NB). For AT&T, the Rel-8 SA1 work was mostly reverse engineering from what RAN had developed, and a more proper approach should be done in Rel-9.

Several companies also expressed that there is a window for opportunities in Rel-9, not to be missed.

The Chairman summarised the situation by stating that a good balance should be found between the amount of functionalities that can be put in H(e)NB and the timing issue.

Text from RIM:

RIM expressed concern that there is a risk that the HNB is increasing in complexity and functionality beyond what was generally envisaged at the outset. Several contributions to this meeting have demonstrated that. Whilst RIM recognises the importance of HNB, they would like to see a more focussed approach. Open ended statements in the WID should not be a licence to broaden the scope of the HNB beyond what is practically achievable in the timescale.

If the work is not kept in perspective then the HNB will evolve into a complex platform with questionable functionality that is very costly and difficult to maintain and manage.

RIM would therefore like SA1 to be mindful of the risks of increasing complexity and also to be mindful of what actually needs to be standardised. 
	Noted.

	9501,2
	9.5
	S1-082221
	HNB SWG chairman 

(T- Mobile)
	Report
	
	
	
	
	
	
	
	
	Agreed, not reviewed during SA1 main session.

	9503
	9.5
	S1-082374
	Vodafone, AT&T, Verizon Wireless
	CR to 22.011 on Additional HNB/HeNB operator requirements
	22.011
	0123
	F
	8.4.0
	Rel-8
	HomeNB
	
	Changes over changes should not be shown.
	Revised to S1-082389

	9503r
	9.5
	S1-082389
	Vodafone, AT&T, Verizon Wireless
	Additional HNB/HeNB operator requirements
	22.011
	0123r1
	F
	8.4.0
	Rel-8
	HomeNB
	Revision of S1-082374
	
	Handled by HNB SWG

	9504
	9.5
	S1-082354
	T-Mobile, Research In Motion
	Essential correction to manual CSG selection
	22.011
	0120
	F
	8.4.1
	Rel-8
	HomeNB
	Agreed by SWG.
	The cover page is corrupted on many CRs. For next meeting, it will be asked to revise all the CRs with corrupted cover page.
	Agreed

	9505
	9.5
	S1-082333
	T-Mobile
	CR to 22.011 Rel-8: Correction on definition of length for HNBID
	22.011
	0122
	F
	8.4.1
	Rel-8
	HomeNB
	
	Agreed
	Agreed.

	9506
	9.5
	S1-082224
	NEC (Editor)
	TS 22.220 V0.3.0 on Service requirements for Home NodeBs and Home eNodeBs
	TS
	
	
	
	
	
	
	
	Agreed as a basis for future contributions.

	9507
	9.5
	S1-082341
	Samsung, T-Mobile
	LS to RAN2, CT1 on HNB/HeNB Open Access Mode
	LS out
	
	
	
	
	
	The LS discusses the notion of "Open Access Mode" of operation for HNB/HeNB in Release 9. 
	
	Approved.

	9507,2
	9.5
	S1-082338
	T-Mobile
	LS to RAN2 (Cc CT1) on coding of Home (e)NodeB identifier
	LS draft
	
	
	
	
	
	
	The attachment has to be added (in S1-082333)
	Revised to S1-082391

	9507,2r
	9.5
	S1-082391
	H(e)NodeB SWG
	LS to RAN2 (Cc CT1) on coding of Home (e)NodeB identifier
	LS out
	
	
	
	
	
	Revision of S1-082338
	
	Approved.

	9507,4
	9.5
	S1-082225
	T-Mobile
	LS to RAN2 (Cc CT1) reply on UTRA R8 hNB requirements
	LS draft
	
	
	
	
	
	SA1 asks RAN2 to take into consideration the modification of the Release 8 requirements that add functionalities to Rel-8 for Home NodeBs.
	Agreed by the SWG.

The attachment is missing (S1-082358).
	Revised to S1-082392

	9507,4r
	9.5
	S1-082392
	H(e)Node B SWG
	LS to RAN2 (Cc CT1) reply on UTRA R8 hNB requirements
	LS out
	
	
	
	
	
	Revision of S1-082225
	
	Approved conditional to the approval of the CR.

	9507,8
	9.5
	S1-082353
	H(e)NodeB SWG
	draft]LS to GSMA Femtocell Group on Requirements for Femtocells for consideration in Home NodeB and Home eNodeB work
	LS draft
	
	
	
	
	
	Agreed by SWG.
	The text was edited online during SA1 main session.
	Revised to S1-082394

	9507,8r
	9.5
	S1-082394
	H(e)NodeB SWG
	LS to GSMA Femtocell Group on Requirements for Femtocells for consideration in Home NodeB and Home eNodeB work
	LS out
	
	
	
	
	
	Revision of S1-082353
	
	Approved.

	9507,9
	9.5
	S1-082335
	T-Mobile
	CR to 21.905 Rel-8: Add definitions and abbreviations related to Home NodeB and Home eNodeB
	21.905
	0083r1
	B
	8.5.0
	Rel-8
	TEI8
	The CR adds definitions related to Home Bode B, i.e. CSG, CSG cell, CSG ID, CSG identities whitelist, CSG indicator and HNBID and abbreviations for CSG, CSG ID and HNBID.
	There are a couple of typos to be corrected.
	Revised to S1-082395

	9507,9r
	9.5
	S1-082395
	T-Mobile
	Add definitions and abbreviations related to Home NodeB and Home eNodeB
	21.905
	0083r2
	B
	8.5.0
	Rel-8
	TEI8
	Revision of S1-082335
	
	Agreed.

	9508
	9.5
	S1-082396
	T-Mobile
	Draft LS to GERAN, SA, RAN,  CT on Terminology alignment for Home Node B and Home eNode B
	LS draft
	
	
	
	
	
	
	
	Revised to S1-082397



	
	
	
	
	
	
	Revision of S1-082396
	
	Approved

	9509
	5.1
	S1-082162
	TISPAN WG5 18WTD326r1
	Customer Premises Network requirements (Response to S1-080137)
	LS in
	
	
	
	
	
	ETSI TISPAN WG5 would like to ask 3GPP SA1: 

1.
To consider a closer cooperation with ETSI TISPAN WG5 and consider possible joint meetings.

2.
To keep ETSI TISPAN WG5 informed about 3GPP SA1 requirements work on common IMS, H(e)NB (non-radio part) and other topics that are related to Customer Premises Networks.

3.
To keep ETSI TISPAN WG5 informed on the subject of IMS based H(e)NBs.
	Noted in HNB SWG..

The Chairman presented the document.

Joerg stated that the HNB had already discussed the document. He believed cooperation was desirable and that draft SA1 specs should be sent to TISPAN. However it was believed that it was too early to contemplate joint meetings. Robert agreed and proposed to return a reply LS. Joerg thought there might be some areas where 3GPP wanted TISPAN to help out; but it was too early to have concrete proposals at this time. It was thus concluded, and customer premises network aspects and IMS aspects would also be included. Dick Knight (BT) pointed out that the fixed network elements (customer access) was not in the realm of common IMS and therefore outside 3GPP's scope. The Chairman believed that indeed work should continue on these aspects within TISPAN.
	Postponed to next meeting.

	9507.6
	9.5
	S1-082358
	T-Mobile International
	Terminology alignment and generalization of requirements
	22.011
	0128r1
	F
	8.4.1
	Rel-8
	HomeNB
	
	"void" should be the title of section 8.3.2
	Revised to S1-082393

	9507.6r
	9.5
	S1-082393
	T-Mobile International
	Terminology alignment and generalization of requirements
	22.011
	0128r2
	F
	8.4.1
	Rel-8
	HomeNB
	Revision of S1-082358
	
	Agreed

	9559
	5.1
	S1-082163
	R2-083782
	LS on coding of Home (e)NodeB identifier
	LS in
	
	
	
	
	
	
	Noted in HNB SWG.
	Handled by HNB SWG

	9559
	5.1
	S1-082169
	R2-082900
	LS on UTRA R8 hNB requirements
	LS in
	
	
	
	
	
	Resubmission of S1-080703 from SA1#40
	Noted in HNB SWG.
	Handled by HNB SWG

	9559
	5
	S1-082178
	GSMA FCG 20_015
	Requirements for Femtocells for consideration in Home NodeB and Home eNodeB work
	LS in
	
	
	
	
	
	
	Noted in HNB SWG.
	noted

	9599
	8
	S1-082019
	ZTE Corporation, Vodafone
	CR to clarify UE behavior when UE moves in CSG cell.
	22.011
	124
	F
	8.4.0
	Rel-8
	HomeNB
	
	Noted.
	Handled in HNB SWG

	9599
	9.5
	S1-082056
	ETRI
	MBMS User Service in Home NodeB/eNodeB
	
	
	
	
	
	
	
	Revised to 2232
	Handled by HNB SWG

	9599
	8
	S1-082061
	Vodafone, AT&T, Verizon Wireless
	CR to 22.011 on Additional HNB/HeNB operator requirements
	22.011
	0123
	F
	8.4.0
	Rel-8
	HomeNB
	
	Revised to 2374
	Handled in HNB SWG

	9599
	9.5
	S1-082062
	Vodafone
	CR to 22.220 on Additional HNB/HeNB operator requirements
	
	
	
	
	
	
	
	Revised to 2238 
	Handled by HNB SWG

	9599
	9.5
	S1-082065
	NEC
	TS 22.220 v0.2.0 Service requirements for Home NodeBs and Home eNodeBs
	
	
	
	
	
	
	
	Noted
	Handled by HNB SWG

	9599
	9.5
	S1-082075
	T-Mobile, NEC
	CR to 22.011 Rel-9: Delete Home NodeB/eNodeB Requirements
	22.011
	121
	
	
	
	
	
	
	Postponed to next meeting (to be resubmitted by the company).

	9599
	9.5
	S1-082076
	T-Mobile
	CR to 22.011 Rel-8: Essential correction to manual CSG selection
	
	
	
	
	
	
	
	Revised to 2354.

The white list containing the allowed CSG IDs cannot be modified by the user but it is stored in the user profile in the HSS and updated on the USIM when required. At present the manual selection requirement states that only the CSG Ids in the white list
	Handled in HNB SWG

	9599
	9.5
	S1-082077
	T-Mobile
	TS22.220: Split General and Common requirements for HNB
	
	
	
	
	
	
	
	Agreed
	Handled by HNB SWG

	9599
	9.5
	S1-082078
	T-Mobile
	TS22.220: Add reference for emergency services for HNB
	
	
	
	
	
	
	
	Agreed
	Handled by HNB SWG

	9599
	9.5
	S1-082079
	T-Mobile
	TS22.220: Common requirements for HNB
	
	
	
	
	
	
	
	Revised to 2329
	Handled by HNB SWG

	9599
	9.5
	S1-082080
	T-Mobile
	TS22.220: Correction on definition of length for HNBID
	
	
	
	
	
	
	
	Revised to 2228
	Handled by HNB SWG

	9599
	9.5
	S1-082081
	T-Mobile
	Correction on definition of length for HNBID
	22.011
	0122
	F
	8.4.1
	Rel-8
	HomeNB
	
	Revised to 2227.

UTF-8 coding should be used.However, according to the demand of some nations to have instead of one maybe two or four byte per character this CR aims to clarify this.
	Handled in HNB SWG

	9599
	9.5
	S1-082082
	T-Mobile
	Add definitions and abbreviations related to Home NodeB and Home eNodeB
	21.905
	0083
	B
	8.5.0
	Rel-8
	TEI
	
	Revised to 2231.

Proposal to add some definitions and abbreviations in TS21.905 related to Home NodeB/eNodeB as a common place for all groups and avoiding different definitions.
	Handled in HNB SWG

	9599
	9.5
	S1-082085
	Alcatel-Lucent
	Local Breakout - H(e)NB
	
	
	
	
	
	
	
	Revised to 2236
	Handled by HNB SWG

	9599
	9.5
	S1-082090
	Comverse Network Systems
	Value Added Services support in Home NodeB/eNodeB
	
	
	
	
	
	
	
	Noted
	Handled by HNB SWG

	9599
	9.5
	S1-082091
	Qualcomm
	TS22.220: Open HNB
	
	
	
	
	
	
	
	Revised to 2235
	Handled by HNB SWG

	9599
	9.5
	S1-082102
	Samsung Electronics
	TS 22.220 v0.2.0: Contribution for HNB/HeNB - open access
	
	
	
	
	
	
	
	Revised to 2235
	Handled by HNB SWG

	9599
	9.5
	S1-082116
	Orange, France Telecom
	CR to 22.011 Clarification on HNB to support pre-Release 8 UEs on access control
	22.011
	125
	
	
	
	
	
	Revised to 2230
	Handled in HNB SWG

	9599
	9.5
	S1-082117
	Orange, France Telecom
	CR to 22.011 Requirement on Home NodeB - no impact on both pre-Release 8 & Release 8 UEs
	22.011
	126
	
	
	
	
	
	Noted
	Handled in HNB SWG

	9599
	9.5
	S1-082118
	Verizon
	CR to TS 22.220 on HeNB Usecases
	22.220
	
	
	
	
	
	
	Revised to 2234
	Handled by HNB SWG

	9599
	9.5
	S1-082119
	Verizon
	CR to TSS22.220 on Additional HeNB Requirements
	22.220
	
	
	
	
	
	
	Revised to 2233
	Handled by HNB SWG

	9599
	9.5
	S1-082120
	Marvell
	HeNB open and closed access
	
	
	
	
	
	
	
	Revised to 2235
	Handled by HNB SWG

	9599
	9.5
	S1-082122
	Marvell
	Discussion on CSG restrictions for emergency services
	
	
	
	
	
	
	
	Noted
	Handled by HNB SWG

	9599
	9.5
	S1-082148
	NEC, Softbank Mobile, ...
	Initial service requirements for IMS based H(e)NB systems
	
	
	
	
	
	
	
	Revised to 2330
	Handled by HNB SWG

	9599
	9.5
	S1-082150
	Nortel Networks
	Managed Remote Access to Home-Based Network
	
	
	
	
	
	
	
	Revised to 2236
	Handled by HNB SWG

	9599
	9.5
	S1-082151
	Nortel Networks
	CR to TS 22.220 on Managed Remote Access to Home based Network
	22.220
	
	
	
	
	
	
	Revised to 2236
	Handled by HNB SWG

	9599
	9.5
	S1-082154
	at&t, Vodafone, Verizon
	TS22.220: OA&M Requirements for HNB/HeNB
	22.220
	
	
	
	
	
	
	Revised to 2331
	Handled by HNB SWG

	9599
	9.5
	S1-082156
	Research In Motion Limited
	Clarification on HNB/HeNB requirements
	
	
	
	
	
	
	
	Noted
	Handled by HNB SWG

	9599
	9.5
	S1-082157
	Research In Motion Limited
	MANUAL SELECTION CLEANUP
	
	
	
	
	
	
	
	Agreed 
	Handled by HNB SWG

	9599
	9.5
	S1-082158
	Research In Motion Limited
	Cleanup Access Control requirements
	
	
	
	
	
	
	
	Revised to 2329
	Handled by HNB SWG

	9599
	9.5
	S1-082223
	HNB SWG chairman 

(T- Mobile)
	Agenda
	
	
	
	
	
	
	
	
	Handled by HNB SWG

	9599
	9.5
	S1-082226
	Research In Motion Limited
	MANUAL SELECTION CLEANUP
	
	
	
	
	
	
	
	Noted
	Handled by HNB SWG

	9599
	9.5
	S1-082227
	T-Mobile
	CR to 22.011 Rel-8: Correction on definition of length for HNBID
	22.011
	
	
	
	
	
	
	Revised to 2333
	Handled by HNB SWG

	9599
	9.5
	S1-082228
	T-Mobile
	TS22.220 : Correction on definition of length for HNBID
	22.220
	
	
	
	
	
	
	Agreed
	Handled by HNB SWG

	9599
	9.5
	S1-082229
	T-Mobile
	Reply LS on coding of Home (e)NodeB identifier
	
	
	
	
	
	
	
	Revised to 2334
	Handled by HNB SWG

	9599
	9.5
	S1-082230
	Orange, France Telecom
	CR to 22.011 Clarification on HNB to support pre-Release 8 UEs on access control
	22.011
	
	
	
	
	
	
	Withdrawn
	Handled by HNB SWG

	9599
	9.5
	S1-082231
	T-Mobile
	CR to 21.905 Rel-8: Add definitions and abbreviations related to Home NodeB and Home eNodeB
	21.905
	
	
	
	
	
	
	Revised to 2335
	Handled by HNB SWG

	9599
	9.5
	S1-082232
	ETRI
	MBMS User Service in Home NodeB/eNodeB
	
	
	
	
	
	
	
	Revised to 2339
	Handled by HNB SWG

	9599
	9.5
	S1-082233
	Verizon
	CR to TS 22.220 on Additional HeNB Requirements
	22.220
	
	
	
	
	
	
	Revised to 2238, 2239, 2240, 2327 and 2328
	Handled by HNB SWG

	9599
	9.5
	S1-082234
	Verizon
	CR to TS 22.220 on HeNB Usecases
	22.220
	
	
	
	
	
	
	Revised to 2332
	Handled by HNB SWG

	9599
	9.5
	S1-082235
	Qualcomm, Samsung, Marvel
	TS22.220 : Open HNB
	22.220
	
	
	
	
	
	
	Revised to 2236
	Handled by HNB SWG

	9599
	9.5
	S1-082236
	Verizon, Vodafone, Alcatel-Lucen, Nortel Networks
	TS22.220 Requirements for H(e)NB
	22.220
	
	
	
	
	
	
	Revised to 2373
	Handled by HNB SWG

	9599
	9.5
	S1-082237
	NEC
	Reply LS to Customer Premises Network requirements (Response to S1-080137)
	
	
	
	
	
	
	
	Postponed
	Handled by HNB SWG

	9599
	9.5
	S1-082238
	Verizon
	TS22.220 Requirements for H(e)NB
	22.220
	
	
	
	
	
	
	Revised to 2236
	Handled by HNB SWG

	9599
	9.5
	S1-082239
	Verizon
	Quality of Service for H(e)NB
	
	
	
	
	
	
	
	Noted
	Handled by HNB SWG

	9599
	9.3
	S1-082240
	Verizon
	Charging Aspects for H(e)NB
	
	
	
	
	
	
	
	Noted
	Handled by HNB SWG

	9599
	9.5
	S1-082327
	Verizon
	Mobility/Roaming/Nomadicity Aspects
	
	
	
	
	
	
	
	Noted
	Handled by HNB SWG

	9599
	9.5
	S1-082328
	Verizon
	UE aspects
	
	
	
	
	
	
	
	Noted
	Handled by HNB SWG

	9599
	9.5
	S1-082329
	T-Mobile, RIM
	Cleanup Access Control requirements
	
	
	
	
	
	
	
	Agreed
	Handled by HNB SWG

	9599
	9.5
	S1-082330
	NEC, Softbank Mobile, ...
	Initial service requirements for IMS based H(e)NB systems
	
	
	
	
	
	
	
	Noted
	Handled by HNB SWG

	9599
	9.5
	S1-082331
	at&t, Vodafone, Verizon, 
T-Mobile
	TS22.220: OA&M Requirements for HNB/HeNB
	22.220
	
	
	
	
	
	
	Revised to 2352
	Handled by HNB SWG

	9599
	9.5
	S1-082332
	Verizon, RIM, Comverse
	TS 22.220 on HeNB Usecases
	22.220
	
	
	
	
	
	
	Revised to 2359
	Handled by HNB SWG

	9599
	9.5
	S1-082334
	T-Mobile
	Reply LS on coding of Home (e)NodeB identifier
	
	
	
	
	
	
	
	Revised to 2338
	Handled by HNB SWG

	9599
	9.5
	S1-082336
	Qualcomm, Samsung, Marvell Semiconductor
	TS22.220 Open Home Node B and Home eNode B
	22.220
	
	
	
	
	
	
	
	Handled by HNB SWG

	9599
	9.5
	S1-082337
	Samsung, T-Mobile
	LS to RAN2, CT1 related to S1-082236
	LS draft
	
	
	
	
	
	
	Revised to 2340
	Handled by HNB SWG

	9599
	9.5
	S1-082339
	ETRI
	MBMS User Service in Home NodeB/eNodeB
	
	
	
	
	
	
	
	Revised to 2351
	Handled by HNB SWG

	9599
	9.5
	S1-082340
	Samsung, T-Mobile
	LS to RAN2, CT1 related to S1-082236
	LS draft
	
	
	
	
	
	
	Revised to 2341
	Handled by HNB SWG

	9599
	9.5
	S1-082351
	ETRI
	MBMS User Service in Home NodeB/eNodeB
	
	
	
	
	
	
	
	Agreed
	Handled by HNB SWG

	9599
	9.5
	S1-082352
	at&t, Vodafone, Verizon, 
T-Mobile
	TS22.220: OA&M Requirements for HNB/HeNB
	22.220
	
	
	
	
	
	
	Revised to 2355
	Handled by HNB SWG

	9599
	9.5
	S1-082355
	at&t, Vodafone, Verizon, 
T-Mobile
	TS22.220: OA&M Requirements for HNB/HeNB
	22.220
	
	
	
	
	
	
	Revised to 2360
	Handled by HNB SWG

	9599
	9.5
	S1-082356
	T-Mobile
	Alignment contributions to 2354
	
	
	
	
	
	
	
	Agreed
	Handled by HNB SWG

	9599
	9.5
	S1-082357
	T-Mobile
	CR to 22.011 Rel-8 on Access Control requirements
	22.011
	
	
	
	
	
	
	Revised to 2358
	Handled by HNB SWG

	9599
	9.5
	S1-082359
	Verizon, RIM, Comverse
	TS 22.220 on HeNB Usecases
	22.220
	
	
	
	
	
	
	Agreed
	Handled by HNB SWG

	9599
	5
	S1-082360
	at&t, Vodafone, Verizon, 
T-Mobile
	TS22.220: OA&M Requirements for HNB/HeNB
	22.220
	
	
	
	
	
	
	Agreed
	Handled by HNB SWG

	9599
	9.5
	S1-082373
	Verizon, Alcatel-Lucent, Nortel Networks
	TS22.220 Requirements for H(e)NB
	22.220
	
	
	
	
	
	
	Agreed.
	Handled by HNB SWG

	9600
	9.6
	
	
	9.6 Study on Identification of Advanced Requirements for IP Interconnection of Services (IPXS)
	
	
	
	
	
	
	
	
	Agenda Item

	9601
	9.6
	S1-082074
	Telefónica
	Contribution to TR22.893 (Advanced IP Interconnect Requirements)
	
	
	
	
	
	
	This contribution progresses the draft 22.893 in several fields (IP Inter-connect scenarios, requirements, etc).
	The different proposals have been reviewed one by one.
	Revised to S1-082191



	
	Agreed as basis for future contributions.

	9602
	9.6
	S1-082132
	KPN
	IMS operator identification requirements
	
	
	
	
	
	
	
	See S1-082074 on the same issue.
	Noted.

	9700
	9.7
	
	
	9.7 User Data Convergence (UDC)
	
	
	
	
	
	
	
	
	Agenda Item

	9701
	9.7
	S1-082286
	UDC SWG
	Presentation
	
	
	
	
	
	
	The output of the UDC SWG is the new version of the TR in S1-082289.
	
	Noted.

	9701,2
	9.7
	S1-082287
	UDC SWG
	Report
	
	
	
	
	
	
	
	
	Approved.

	9702
	9.7
	S1-082289
	UDC SWG
	TR 22.9de V0.1.0 on Service requirement for the

3GPP User Data Convergence;
	TR
	
	
	
	
	
	
	
	Agreed as a basis for future contribution.

	9709
	9.7
	S1-082067
	Rapporteur
	UDC TR Skeleton
	
	
	
	
	
	
	
	Revised to S1-082282
	Handled by UDC SWG

	9709
	9.7
	S1-082068
	Rapporteur
	Discussion Paper for UDC TR Skeleton
	
	
	
	
	
	
	
	Noted.
	Handled by UDC SWG

	9709
	9.7
	S1-082089
	Alcatel-Lucent
	User Data to be covered by UDC
	
	
	
	
	
	
	
	Revised to S1-082284
	Handled by UDC SWG

	9709
	9.7
	S1-082110
	T-Mobile
	Requirements for UDC
	
	
	
	
	
	
	
	Revised to S1-082283
	Handled by UDC SWG

	9709
	9.7
	S1-082113
	Ericsson
	Requirements on UDC
	
	
	
	
	
	
	
	Revised to S1-082285
	Handled by UDC SWG

	9709
	9.7
	S1-082281
	SWG Chair (China Mobile)
	Agenda for SWG
	
	
	
	
	
	
	
	Agreed.
	Handled by UDC SWG

	9709
	9.7
	S1-082282
	SWG
	UDC TR Skeleton
	
	
	
	
	
	
	
	Noted. 
	Handled by UDC SWG

	9709
	9.7
	S1-082283
	T-Mobile
	Requirements for UDC
	
	
	
	
	
	
	
	Revised to 2288
	Handled by UDC SWG

	9709
	9.7
	S1-082284
	Alcatel-Lucent, Ericsson, China Mobile, Huawei
	User Data to be covered by UDC
	
	
	
	
	
	
	
	Noted. Agreed to be included in the TR.
	Handled by UDC SWG

	9709
	9.7
	S1-082285
	Ericsson
	Requirements on UDC
	
	
	
	
	
	
	
	Noted. Agreed to be included in the TR.
	Handled by UDC SWG

	9709
	9.7
	S1-082288
	T-Mobile, China Mobile
	Requirements for UDC
	
	
	
	
	
	
	
	Noted. Agreed to be included in the TR.
	Handled by UDC SWG

	9800
	9.8
	
	
	9.8 Service Specific Access Control in EPS (SSAC)
	
	
	
	
	
	
	
	
	Agenda Item

	9801
	9.8
	S1-082301
	SSAC Chair
	Report
	
	
	
	
	
	
	
	
	Approved.

	9801
	9.8
	S1-082302
	SSAC Chair
	Presentation
	
	
	
	
	
	
	The output of the SSAC SWG is the new version of TR in S1-082303 SSAC TR 22.xxx v0.2.0
	
	Noted.

	9802
	9.8
	S1-082303
	SSAC Editor
	TR 22.xxx on Study on Service Specific Access Control V0.2.0 
	TR
	
	
	
	
	
	
	
	Agreed as a basis for future contribution.

	9803
	9.8
	S1-082135
	NTT Docomo
	SSAC Discussion Paper
	
	
	
	
	
	
	
	SA1 delegates are encouraged to read this overview document on SSAC activities.
	Handled by SSAC SWG

	9809
	9.8
	S1-082133
	NTT Docomo
	SSAC use case
	
	
	
	
	
	
	
	Revised to 2304
	Handled by SSAC SWG

	9809
	9.8
	S1-082134
	NTT Docomo
	SSAC Requirement
	
	
	
	
	
	
	
	Noted
	Handled by SSAC SWG

	9809
	9.8
	S1-082136
	NTT Docomo
	SSAC Updated WID
	
	
	
	
	
	
	
	Noted 
	Handled by SSAC SWG

	9809
	9.8
	S1-082137
	NTT Docomo
	SSAC TR skeleton
	
	
	
	
	
	
	
	Revised to 2305
	Handled by SSAC SWG

	9809
	9.8
	S1-082304
	NTT Docomo
	SSAC use case
	
	
	
	
	
	
	
	Agreed
	Handled by SSAC SWG

	9809
	9.8
	S1-082305
	NTT Docomo
	SSAC TR skeleton
	
	
	
	
	
	
	
	Agreed
	Handled by SSAC SWG

	9900
	9.9
	
	
	9.9 Study on Unauthenticated PS Emergency Calls      (UAPSEC)
	
	
	
	
	
	
	
	
	Agenda Item

	9901
	9.9
	S1-082126
	Rapporteur
	Proposed Skeleton for TR 22.984 "Unauthenticated Packet Switched Emergency Calls"
	
	
	
	
	
	
	So far, only the title of sections are proposed.
	The Chair reminded the context, which is that further feedback is expected from the other 3GPP WGs.
	Noted, some further text is proposed in S1-082127.

	9901,2
	9.9
	S1-082127
	Nokia Siemens Networks
	Proposed additions to TR22.984 on UAPSEC
	
	
	
	
	
	
	A new text is proposed for the Scope (taken from the WID).
	The acronyms should be defined in the acronym section, and further refinements are also needed.
	Revised to S1-082196

	9901,2r
	9.9
	S1-082196
	Nokia Siemens Networks
	Proposed additions to TR22.984 on UAPSEC
	TR
	
	
	
	
	
	Revision of S1-082127
	
	Agreed as a basis for future contribution.

	9908,2
	9.9
	S1-082153
	Nortel Networks
	Clarifications to the NIMTC WID
	
	
	
	
	
	
	Some slight revisions are proposed on the future WID on NIMTC.
	
	To be incorporated in S1-082388.

	9910
	9.10
	
	
	9.10 Study on Service continuity between mobile and WLAN networks (SMLSWLAN)
	
	
	
	
	
	
	
	
	Agenda Item

	9911
	9.11
	
	
	9.11 Network Selection for non-3GPP Access (N3GtoNSP)
	
	
	
	
	
	
	
	
	Agenda Item

	9911,2
	9.11
	S1-082073
	Telefónica
	CR to TS22.011 for Network Selection for non-3GPP Access
	
	
	
	
	
	
	This is a new, refined, attempt to add the requirements for Network selection for Multi-mode terminals with 3GPP Capability – Supplementary connection capability.
	There are still a number of objections to agree this CR.

The argument that "this is not under the scope of 3GPP" is refuted by Telefónica, who mentioned that SA has discussed this topic already.

Roughly 10 companies are still in support of this type of solution, so Telefónica is encouraged to try to progress the issue, and/or other companies should try to propose other solution(s).
	Noted, Not enough agreement

	9911,2
	11
	S1-082175
	SP-080235
	LS from GERAN on Support for Additional Navigation Satellite Systems (ANSS) for LCS
	LS in
	
	
	
	
	
	Forwarded by SA to SA1. 
	
	Postponed to next SA1 meeting.

	9911,4
	11
	S1-082324
	NTT Docomo (Mr. Frederic Thepot)
	Draft LS Reply to CT4 and SA2 (Cc CT1) on ODB in EPS
	LS draft
	
	
	
	
	
	Revision of S1-082140
	Online editing was performed.
	Revised to S1-082383



	
	Approved.

	9912
	9.12
	
	
	9.12 Multimedia Priority Services. Enhancements to TS 22.153 (EMPS)
	
	
	
	
	
	
	
	
	Agenda Item

	9913
	9.13
	
	
	9.13 Services Alignment and Migration (ServAl)
	
	
	
	
	
	
	
	
	Agenda Item

	9914
	9.14
	
	
	9.14 Enhancements to Personal Network Management  (PANEPNM)
	
	
	
	
	
	
	
	
	Agenda Item

	9915
	9.15
	
	
	9.15 End-User Identity (EUI)
	
	
	
	
	
	
	
	
	Agenda Item

	9915,2
	9.15
	S1-082058
	Vodafone
	Terminal Identities for Non-3GPP Access
	
	
	
	
	
	
	It is proposed that the EPS shall be capable of:

• uniquely identifying each separable hardware modem module that connects via 3GPP or non-3GPP access networks.

• linking multiple access technologies to a single user device.

•restricting network access of a stolen device in each of its access technologies. 
	This is proposed as the start for e-mail discussion, on what the requirements are (it is assumed that requirements are needed).
	Noted. An e-mail discussion is opened on this topic, to be handled by Mona.

	9916
	9.16
	
	
	9.16 Other R9 contributions (including TEI 9)
	
	
	
	
	
	
	
	
	Agenda Item

	9916,2
	9.16
	S1-082111
	Motorola
	Cell Broadcast service requirements in non-camped condition
	
	
	
	
	
	
	The paper asks for clarifying/establishing the requirements for Cell Broadcast when used in conjunction with PWS and EWTS, while the mobile is emergency camped on a network. 
	
	Noted.

	9916,2
	9.16
	S1-082155
	at&t
	Inter-Device Service Continuity Requirements - Proposed Way Forward
	
	
	
	
	
	
	Proposed way forward to address requirements for inter-device service continuity.
	The document was introduced by Luisa (AT&T).

The Chairman recommended care over timing if it was intended for Rel-9.

Armin wondered whether this could be merged into the previously discussed work item.

Michele confirmed that SA2 was eagerly awaiting this work to enable them to concentrate on architecture issues. Kalyani had raised the matter in SA2 and wondered which TSs needed to be examined. Michele stated that SA2 was only addressing the IMS impacts, whereas SA1 might wish a wider scope than EPS-specific.Kalyani explained that there were also non-IMS requirements, and having a common set of requirements for EPC was most desirable. The Chairman warned the group that care needed to be taken in expanding the scope too much, which was going beyond what the original supporting companies had intended. This stimulated further discussion.
	noted

	9916,5
	9.16
	S1-082131
	Research in Motion
	Handling of emergency call of unsupported emergency call type
	22.101
	0279
	F
	9.0.0
	Rel-9
	TEI9
	The CR clarifies that it should It shall be possible for the IMS to inform the UE when an emergency call of unsupported or unresolveable emergency call type occurs.
	There is no basic disagreement on the principle, but the exact place where to put the text in the specification has to be refined.
	Revised to S1-082193

	9916,5r
	9.16
	S1-082193
	Research in Motion
	Handling of emergency call of unsupported emergency call type
	22.101
	0279r1
	F
	9.0.0
	Rel-9
	TEI9
	Revision of S1-082131
	
	Noted.

	9916,6
	9.16
	S1-082139
	NTT DoCoMo
	CR to 22.101 on RED optimization of location update
	22.101
	0280
	F
	9.0.0
	Rel-9
	RED
	The CR proposes to clarify the requirement related to RED.
	RED is Rel-8 only.

The title could be shorten to remove redundancy. 
	Revised to S1-082194

	9916,6r
	9.16
	S1-082194
	NTT DoCoMo
	CR to 22.101 on RED optimization of location update
	22.101
	0280r
	F
	9.0.0
	Rel-9
	RED
	Revision of S1-082139
	
	Agreed.

	9916,7
	9.16
	S1-082125
	Vodafone
	Aggregated Maximum Bit Rate for UMTS
	
	
	
	
	
	
	Vodafone adds some clarifications on QoS control for IP bearer service: In order to have efficient use of radio resources shared amongst terminals, it shall be possible for a PLMN to apply a limit to the cumulative bit rate per mobile termination at a given instant for non-real time services (i.e. when summing the bit rates of one mobile termination's simultaneous non-real time traffic). 
	An LS is draft in S1-082195 to ask the groups to confirm that they have no problem with this requirement.
	Noted.

	9916,72
	
	S1-082195
	Vodafone (Mona)
	[DRAFT] LS to SA2, RAN3, RAN2, GERAN2 on Aggregate Maximum Bit Rate for GERAN/UTRAN
	LS draft
	
	
	
	
	
	LS related to S1-082125.

The LS asks for further clarifications on the behaviour of Aggregate Maximum Bit Rate (AMBR).
	
	For e-mail discussion up to August, 6th, to target for an approval on August, 8th. 

	9916,8
	9.16
	S1-082147
	Vodafone
	Dual Stack PDP contexts for UMTS/2G
	
	
	
	
	
	
	It is proposed that the IP requirements from TS 22.278 is generalised to be made applicable to EPS, UTRAN and GERAN and subsequently moved into either TS 22.101 or TS 22.105. It is also proposed to add a new requirements that allows for simultaneous IPv4 and IPv6 usage for a single bearer connecting to the same PDN (identified by the APN).
	Ericsson clarified that it is already possible to have combined IPv4/IPv6 IP addresses, enabling combined PDP contexts. This is possible using the s4 interface.
	Noted, more offline discussions are needed.

	9916,8
	
	S1-082418
	Chairman
	e-mail for rev 2195
	
	
	
	
	
	
	
	
	

	9916,9
	9.16
	S1-082103
	China Mobile
	Requirements of M2M Management
	
	
	
	
	
	
	China Mobile proposes for SA1 to specify the requirements of M2M communication with centralized control platform and include some M2M management requirements provided in the contribution. 
	
	Noted, Management aspects are already in the WID

	9970
	10.
	
	
	10. Other technical contributions
	
	
	
	
	
	
	
	
	Agenda Item

	9971
	10.
	S1-082088
	Alcatel-Lucent
	SA3 Problem - Interworking between non-3GPP and EPC
	
	
	
	
	
	
	Based on the above scenario 3GPP shall support access to EPC via non-3GPP devices that are not capable of using a 3GPP access.  SA1 cannot mandate that eHRPD devices will not be in place before dual mode (LTE) devices, nor that an e-HRPD terminal must also be LTE-capable, so, there is the expectation that the condition will exist where e-HRPD-only devices are commonplace in the public domain with eHRPD access utilised.  

It is unrealistic to mandate devices to be upgraded.  It is unrealistic to disconnect users because of a network evolution.

SA1 is recommended to endorse the acceptance of the SA3 CR in S3-080849
	The document was introduced by Michael Boot (Alcatel-Lucent) in response to the LS in S1-082039. The discussion is reported under S1-082121.
	Noted

	9971
	10
	S1-082105
	China Mobile
	Formatted verification and notification message
	
	
	
	
	
	
	This document proposes to carry the verification and /or notification message like “If you agree, please reply this message with Yes; if not, please reply No “,  in a formatted SMS Information Element. With such formatted SMS Information Element, the terminating UE can improve the user interface.
This is proposed to be sent to CT1.
	There is no disagreement but SA1 has not written an explicit requirement for this case though.

However, it is "implicitly" there, and is very close to what was done for VAS4SMS.

It is proposed to include the corresponding requirement in VAS4SMS spec before this is sent to CT1.
	Noted. An e-mail discussion is set up, handled by China Mobile.

	9980
	11.
	
	
	11. Any Other Business
	
	
	
	
	
	
	
	
	Agenda Item

	9981
	11
	S1-082096
	WG Chairman
	SA1 future meetings
	
	
	
	
	
	
	The proposed calendar of future meetings is proposed by the chair.
	Several delegates thought that "44" should be renamed as "43bis" since it might be dropped, and "44bis" should be renamed to "44" since it will be kept. 

For the chair, this is just a problem of name - and the chair wants to have names aligned with the ones of the plenary.

The other meeting that might be dropped is SA1#46bis.

SA1#45 should be 3-7 Aug 2009.
	Revised to S1-082404

	9981
	11
	S1-082189
	T-Mobile
	eCall / CEN TC 278 WG15 cooperation
	
	
	
	
	
	
	Revision of S1-082174

Recently interesting discussions took place on the public MSG email reflector to SA1 and SA4 Chairs with regard to relaxing the eCall requirements. 
There is still a lack of common understanding about eCall requirements.
	See also 2180 on the same topic.
	Noted.

	9981r
	11
	S1-082404
	WG Chairman
	SA1 future meetings
	
	
	
	
	
	
	Revision of S1-082096
	The chair reminded that he is in control of the meeting calendar, and it is impossible to have all delegates happy with calendars.
	Noted.

	9981,2
	
	S1-082180
	Chair
	LS from CEN on eCall to MSG
	LS in
	
	
	
	
	
	Provided for background information to SA1 delegates.
	
	Noted.

	9981,4
	2.2
	S1-082072
	ETSI Secretariat
	Extract of the 3GPPWork Plan to show all SA1 ongoing activities
	
	
	
	
	
	
	
	
	Covered by S1-082097

	9981,4
	4.1
	S1-082097
	WG Chairman
	R9 closure
	
	
	
	
	
	
	The review of the Work Plan was based on this document.
	PWSR is not yet started, but US companies want to keep it in Rel-9 at this stage since they are not sure of national regulatory requirements. This position might be revised in the future. The Chairman really does not believe that this could be done in Dec, but can report it to SA. He requests for a beer for the ones pretending that it can be done by Dec (in particular Dick Knight )

N3GtoNSP is not started neither, but here too, some extra time is asked for before deletion of Rel-9. Can stay in Rel-9 if it fits in Rel-9 calendar (but will not delay Rel-9 if not on time).

ServAl – 75% ->100%

EPRIOR – 50% -> 100%

CRS – ?75% -> 85% (OK for Dec)

EHNB – ?10 % -> 30% (might be critical for December, exception might be needed)

UDC – ?30% -> 30%, Dec is realistic

EMMTEL – 0% but still hope for Dec

NIMTC – 0%: unlike to be done by Dec

The conclusion is that Rel-9 Stage 1 might be frozen by December with a reasonable amount of exceptions...
	Revised to S1-082405

	9981,4r
	4.1
	S1-082405
	WG Chairman
	R9 closure

Status of the work in SA1
	
	
	
	
	
	
	Revision of S1-082097
	
	Noted. This will be used by the chair for the preparation of his report to SA.
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	-1
	9.6
	S1-082093
	Telecom Italia
	Interconnections scenarios and requirements
	
	
	
	
	
	
	
	
	withdrawn

	-1
	9.7
	S1-082094
	Rapporteur
	UDC requirements
	
	
	
	
	
	
	
	
	withdrawn

	-1
	6.9
	S1-082095
	Telecom Italia
	Multi connection/ homing scenario
	
	
	
	
	
	
	
	
	Withdrawn

	-1
	
	S1-082104
	
	withdrawn
	
	
	
	
	
	
	
	
	Withdrawn

	-1
	5.2
	S1-082146
	Qualcomm
	Proposed reply to SA4 on LS answer to “Enhanced Voice Codecs for the Evolved Packet System (EPS)”
	
	
	
	
	
	
	
	
	Withdrawn

	-1
	
	S1-082197
	
	Not used
	
	
	
	
	
	
	
	
	Not used

	-1
	
	S1-082198
	
	Not used
	
	
	
	
	
	
	
	
	Not used

	-1
	
	S1-082199
	
	Not used
	
	
	
	
	
	
	
	
	Not used

	-1
	
	S1-082200
	
	Not used
	
	
	
	
	
	
	
	
	Not used

	-1
	9.1
	S1-082211
	C-IMS SWG
	Not used
	
	
	
	
	
	
	
	
	Not used

	-1
	9.1
	S1-082212
	C-IMS SWG
	Not used
	
	
	
	
	
	
	
	
	Not used

	-1
	9.1
	S1-082213
	C-IMS SWG
	Not used
	
	
	
	
	
	
	
	
	Not used

	-1
	9.1
	S1-082214
	C-IMS SWG
	Not used
	
	
	
	
	
	
	
	
	Not used

	-1
	9.1
	S1-082215
	C-IMS SWG
	Not used
	
	
	
	
	
	
	
	
	Not used

	-1
	9.1
	S1-082216
	C-IMS SWG
	Not used
	
	
	
	
	
	
	
	
	Not used

	-1
	9.1
	S1-082217
	C-IMS SWG
	Not used
	
	
	
	
	
	
	
	
	Not used

	-1
	9.1
	S1-082218
	C-IMS SWG
	Not used
	
	
	
	
	
	
	
	
	Not used

	-1
	9.1
	S1-082219
	C-IMS SWG
	Not used
	
	
	
	
	
	
	
	
	Not used

	-1
	9.5
	S1-082220
	
	Not used
	
	
	
	
	
	
	
	
	Not used

	-1
	9.3
	S1-082248
	CRS SWG
	Not used
	
	
	
	
	
	
	
	
	Not used

	-1
	9.3
	S1-082249
	CRS SWG
	Not used
	
	
	
	
	
	
	
	
	Not used

	-1
	9.3
	S1-082250
	CRS SWG
	Not used
	
	
	
	
	
	
	
	
	Not used

	-1
	9.3
	S1-082251
	CRS SWG
	Not used
	
	
	
	
	
	
	
	
	Not used

	-1
	9.3
	S1-082252
	CRS SWG
	Not used
	
	
	
	
	
	
	
	
	Not used

	-1
	9.3
	S1-082253
	CRS SWG
	Not used
	
	
	
	
	
	
	
	
	Not used

	-1
	9.3
	S1-082254
	CRS SWG
	Not used
	
	
	
	
	
	
	
	
	Not used

	-1
	9.3
	S1-082255
	CRS SWG
	Not used
	
	
	
	
	
	
	
	
	Not used

	-1
	9.3
	S1-082256
	CRS SWG
	Not used
	
	
	
	
	
	
	
	
	Not used

	-1
	9.3
	S1-082257
	CRS SWG
	Not used
	
	
	
	
	
	
	
	
	Not used

	-1
	9.3
	S1-082258
	CRS SWG
	Not used
	
	
	
	
	
	
	
	
	Not used

	-1
	9.3
	S1-082259
	CRS SWG
	Not used
	
	
	
	
	
	
	
	
	Not used

	-1
	9.3
	S1-082260
	CRS SWG
	Not used
	
	
	
	
	
	
	
	
	Not used

	-1
	9.4
	S1-082269
	EVS SWG
	Not used
	
	
	
	
	
	
	
	
	Not used

	-1
	9.4
	S1-082270
	EVS SWG
	Not used
	
	
	
	
	
	
	
	
	Not used

	-1
	9.4
	S1-082271
	EVS SWG
	Not used
	
	
	
	
	
	
	
	
	Not used

	-1
	9.4
	S1-082272
	EVS SWG
	Not used
	
	
	
	
	
	
	
	
	Not used

	-1
	9.4
	S1-082273
	EVS SWG
	Not used
	
	
	
	
	
	
	
	
	Not used

	-1
	9.4
	S1-082274
	EVS SWG
	Not used
	
	
	
	
	
	
	
	
	Not used

	-1
	9.4
	S1-082275
	EVS SWG
	Not used
	
	
	
	
	
	
	
	
	Not used

	-1
	9.4
	S1-082276
	EVS SWG
	Not used
	
	
	
	
	
	
	
	
	Not used

	-1
	9.4
	S1-082277
	EVS SWG
	Not used
	
	
	
	
	
	
	
	
	Not used

	-1
	9.4
	S1-082278
	EVS SWG
	Not used
	
	
	
	
	
	
	
	
	Not used

	-1
	9.4
	S1-082279
	EVS SWG
	Not used
	
	
	
	
	
	
	
	
	Not used

	-1
	9.7
	S1-082290
	UDC SWG
	Not used
	
	
	
	
	
	
	
	
	Not used

	-1
	9.7
	S1-082291
	UDC SWG
	Not used
	
	
	
	
	
	
	
	
	Not used

	-1
	9.7
	S1-082292
	UDC SWG
	Not used
	
	
	
	
	
	
	
	
	Not used

	-1
	9.7
	S1-082293
	UDC SWG
	Not used
	
	
	
	
	
	
	
	
	Not used

	-1
	9.7
	S1-082294
	UDC SWG
	Not used
	
	
	
	
	
	
	
	
	Not used

	-1
	9.7
	S1-082295
	UDC SWG
	Not used
	
	
	
	
	
	
	
	
	Not used

	-1
	9.7
	S1-082296
	UDC SWG
	Not used
	
	
	
	
	
	
	
	
	Not used

	-1
	9.7
	S1-082297
	UDC SWG
	Not used
	
	
	
	
	
	
	
	
	Not used

	-1
	9.7
	S1-082298
	UDC SWG
	Not used
	
	
	
	
	
	
	
	
	Not used

	-1
	9.7
	S1-082299
	UDC SWG
	Not used
	
	
	
	
	
	
	
	
	Not used

	-1
	9.7
	S1-082300
	UDC SWG
	Not used
	
	
	
	
	
	
	
	
	Not used

	-1
	9.8
	S1-082306
	SSAC SWG
	Not used
	
	
	
	
	
	
	
	
	Not used

	-1
	9.8
	S1-082307
	SSAC SWG
	Not used
	
	
	
	
	
	
	
	
	Not used

	-1
	9.8
	S1-082308
	SSAC SWG
	Not used
	
	
	
	
	
	
	
	
	Not used

	-1
	9.8
	S1-082309
	SSAC SWG
	Not used
	
	
	
	
	
	
	
	
	Not used

	-1
	9.8
	S1-082310
	SSAC SWG
	Not used
	
	
	
	
	
	
	
	
	Not used

	-1
	9.8
	S1-082311
	SSAC SWG
	Not used
	
	
	
	
	
	
	
	
	Not used

	-1
	9.8
	S1-082312
	SSAC SWG
	Not used
	
	
	
	
	
	
	
	
	Not used

	-1
	9.8
	S1-082313
	SSAC SWG
	Not used
	
	
	
	
	
	
	
	
	Not used

	-1
	9.8
	S1-082314
	SSAC SWG
	Not used
	
	
	
	
	
	
	
	
	Not used

	-1
	9.8
	S1-082315
	SSAC SWG
	Not used
	
	
	
	
	
	
	
	
	Not used

	-1
	9.8
	S1-082316
	SSAC SWG
	Not used
	
	
	
	
	
	
	
	
	Not used

	-1
	9.8
	S1-082317
	SSAC SWG
	Not used
	
	
	
	
	
	
	
	
	Not used

	-1
	9.8
	S1-082318
	SSAC SWG
	Not used
	
	
	
	
	
	
	
	
	Not used

	-1
	9.8
	S1-082319
	SSAC SWG
	Not used
	
	
	
	
	
	
	
	
	Not used

	-1
	9.8
	S1-082320
	SSAC SWG
	Not used
	
	
	
	
	
	
	
	
	Not used

	-1
	5
	S1-082322
	 (DongHee Shim)
	CR to 22.071 to include other satellite systems
	22.071
	76
	
	Rel-7
	
	
	
	
	withdrawn

	-1
	5
	S1-082345
	 
	 Not used.
	
	
	
	
	
	
	
	
	Not used

	-1
	9.5
	S1-082350
	Nokia Siements Networks (Juergen Merkel)
	Draft LS resulting from S1-082128
	LS draft
	
	
	
	
	
	Revision of S1-082129
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