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1. 
Introduction

This document contains a report of the main decisions with regard to SA4 matters at TSG-SA#36 (held on 4-7 June, 2007, in Busan, South Korea). Annex A lists the documents on SA4 matters and their status (noted, approved, revised, rejected, or postponed). 

Everyone is also invited to read the official (draft) SA#36 meeting report available in 3GPP FTP-site under SA#36 folder at http://www.3gpp.org/ftp/tsg_sa/TSG_SA/TSGS_36/Report/.
2. 
Summary

The Specifications from SA4 presented for approval were approved.
The CRs from SA4 were approved (with SP-070316 revised into SP-070465 by removing one note).
About the Study Item “Transferring of Emergency Call Data - in-band modem solution”, for which the exception was granted at SA#35 conditionally to the completion (100%) by June 2007, the decision at SA#36 was that SA4 will continue to evaluate solutions (under Release 8 framework).
The SA4 status report was noted.
3. 
Outcome in SA4 matters
3.1
SA4 report
The SA4 status report was presented by SA4 Chairman. The report is attached for information (Tdoc SP-070311). Questions / Comments:
On Slide 25 : it was asked to clarify the MSD requirement ("The MSD should typically be made available to the PSAP within 4 seconds of being sent to the network") of 140 bytes (how 140 bytes was reduced to 29 bytes, and where the mandatory/optional part ot MSD for eCall came from); the SA4 Chairman clarified that this was a guideline (not a requirement, as confirmed by SA1) and explained that MSD is still 140 bytes and there is no change in this but the analysis is based on information presented at SA4#43 on the sizes of mandatory/optional parts of MSD for eCall. He further reminded that there were different views expressed in SA4 on the analysis, like explained in the status report. It was commented that the only real information to be received by the PSAP is 140 bytes.
This issue was left to be further discussed under agenda item 9.1 (eCALL - Transferring of Emergency Call Data).
Tdoc SP-070311 “TSG S4 Status Report at TSG-SA#36” was noted.
3.2
Change Requests 
· All CRs in Tdoc SP-070314 CRs TS 26.234 and TS 26.244 on "(Extended) Packet Switched Streaming Service" (Release 6 and Release 7) were approved. Mr. Andrew Howell (Motorola) pleased next time SA4 to provide CRs drafted appropriately. He commented that it is very difficult to understand the context of the changes as much of the text around had been cut off.
· All CRs in Tdoc SP-070315 CRs TS 26.346 on "MBMS User Services" (Release 6 and Release 7) were approved.
· The CR in Tdoc SP-070316 CR TS 28.062 on "Correction of generic configuration frames definition for TFO and Handover Notification" (Release 6) was presented. Motorola asked the Note in clause H.3.1.6.a be removed. Tdoc SP-070316 was revised in Tdoc SP-070465.
Tdoc SP-070465 CR TS 28.062 rev 2 on "Correction of generic configuration frames definition for TFO and Handover Notification" (Release 6) was approved (without presentation).
· All CRs in Tdoc SP-070317 CRs TS 26.346 on "MBMS User Service Extensions" (Release 7) were approved.
· All CRs in Tdoc SP-070318 CRs TS 26.114 on "Multimedia Telephony Capabilities for IMS (MTSI); Media Handling and Interaction" (Release 7) were approved. Mr. Andrew Howell (Motorola) pleased next time SA4 to provide CRs drafted appropriately. In CR 0006, revision marks were confusingly used in “after the change” to show the text to replace the original text.
· All CRs in Tdoc SP-070319 CRs on "Inclusion of Dynamic and Interactive Multimedia Scenes (DIMS)" (Release 7) were approved.
· All CRs in Tdoc SP-070320 CRs TS 26.234 on "Packet Switched Streaming Enhancements (PSSe)" (Release 7) were approved.
· All CRs in Tdoc SP-070321 CRs on "Bit order of Mode Indication in AMR comfort noise frames" (Release 7) were approved.
The updated specifications will be made available for check (before they are delivered to the Specification Manager) at http://www.3gpp.org/ftp/tsg_sa/WG4_CODEC/Specs_update_after_SA36/)
3.3 
New specifications
One TS and one TR were presented for approval by SA4 Chairman.
Tdoc SP-070312 3GPP TS 26.142 Dynamic and Interactive Multimedia Scenes (DIMS) Version 2.0.0 (Release 7), was presented for approval.
Comments / Questions : none.
Tdoc SP-070312 was approved.
Tdoc SP-070313 3GPP TR 26.902 Video Codec Performance (VICPer) Version 2.0.0 (Release 7), was presented for approval.
Comments / Questions : none.
Tdoc SP-070313 was approved.
3.4 
eCall
The SA Chairman presented Tdoc SP-070424 Communication from the European Commission Information Society and Media Directorate-General: eCall Standardisation, from the European Commission.

This document was discussed together with Tdoc SP-070444.
Mr. Rhys Robinson (Airbiquity Inc.) presented Tdoc SP-070444 Concerns about Realizing the Benefits of eCall that Requires your Attention and Actions, from Airbiquity Inc.

This contribution expressed concerns about the process followed in SA4 for standardizing the data transfer technology to be used for the EU's pan-European eCall system. The European mobile network operators concluded that a solution based on in-band modem was the preferred way forward; accordingly, the 3GPP currently are deciding between the two "flavors" of in-band modem identified, only one of which meets or exceeds all of the requirements. To protect the interests of EU citizens, the European Commission and Driving group eCall, this memo described the current situation in 3GPP and provided an overview of the main issues impacting this choice. Airbiquity would like to express concerns and request SA action to help prevent the 3GPP from deciding on a data delivery method without a proper analysis of the choices. 
Given the emergency nature of eCall, the ability to transmit the vehicle crash data quickly and reliably is of paramount importance and indeed vital to ensuring the effectiveness of eCall. This memo was meant to show where the 3GPP standardization process potentially has gone wrong by overlooking the stress on ensuring:

(1)
an MSD size of 140 bytes

(2)
4-second data transfer ability; and

(3)
transport layer acknowledgement
This document provided a summary of the concerns, an overview of the situation, and a description of the identified concerns - there may be additional problems not yet identified
Comments / Questions : The SA Chairman asked whether this document had some link with Tdoc SP-070424, and Airbiquity confirmed that this contribution was based on a discussion with the EU which also prompted the letter from the EU in TD SP‑070424. The SA4 Chairman reported that SA4 have been working exactly according to the 2-phase process defined in the Study Item Description, i.e. the work will first assess the suitability of existing 3GPP in-band solutions, e.g. CTM (TS 26.226), to satisfy the requirements for eCall, and if no existing 3GPP in-band solutions can be identified, consideration will then be given to the specification of an alternative in-band solution for eCall. He explained that SA4 is currently in the first phase of assessing the suitability of CTM, and therefore alternative solutions were not considered yet. He further clarified that no detailed documentation on the VBM solution or evidence it fulfilling requirements has ever been provided to SA4. The statement of “no progress had been made and the standardization process is gridlocked” he felt not well justified. SA4 have held two meetings since the launch of the work; SA4 have made progress and are discussing issues where there is no consensus within SA4 at present. SA4#43 carried out analysis of CTM against each of the relevant Stage 1 requirements. No consensus was reached in SA4#43 but the key issues of disagreement were identified, clarifications on requirements were received from SA1, and the draft TR was progressed substantially from the initial skeleton version of SA4#42. Mr. Michele Zarri (T-Mobile) asked whether the analysis of CTM had been made against all the requirements and if so, how the results reported in the draft TR could lead to SA4 considering it "sufficient" for eCall. The SA4 chairman first reminded that there was no such agreement reached in SA4 on CTM being sufficient. The analysis SA4 carried out was against the requirements set by SA1 in Stage 1, and not all those listed in TD SP-070444. He also noted that some of the statements in TD SP-070444 seem not in line with SA4#43 findings such as CTM to be a half-duplex transmission technology while SA4 considers it as full-duplex. Mr. Niels Andersen (Qualcomm) commented that there seemed to be a conflict over the requirements to SA4 for eCall (mandatory 29 bytes in 4 seconds and need to transmit 140 bytes within 4 seconds). Mr. Paul Carpenter (RIM) felt that the mandatory part of MSD should be the one the transmission time should be assessed with since it makes no sense to wait until any optional part consisting largely of zeroes will be received. Mr. Nigel Barnes (Motorola) asked whether the Release 7 was now missed, since the deadline was set at June 2007 to complete the Study Item (confirmed, but the solution, if ready soon, could be considered for an early Release 8 implementation).
At this point the TSG SA Chairman suggested that SA4 are allowed to continue their evaluation and analysis and that the EU are informed that 3GPP wish to fulfil the requirements for eCall and that 3GPP wish to make a proper analysis before agreeing on the solution. It was reported that the SA1 requirements are triggered by and based upon the input received from the eCall groups. It was reported that the eCall groups and GSM Europe may be working on new requirements. Mr. Hannu Pirilä (Nokia) felt SA4 work should stick to requirements set by SA1. Mr. Michele Zarri (T-Mobile) pointed out the requirements were actually set by the European Commission rather than directly by SA1 (and was not sure whether and when new updated requirements would be possibly made available by the European Commission). Mr. Enrico Scarrone (Telecom Italia S.p.A.) felt the actual requirements transferred from SA1 to SA4 were clear enough. Mr. Leon Hong (Airbiquity Inc.) expressed concern on the whole process followed in SA4, and felt arbitrary the modification of MSD mandatory information to less than 140 bytes (i.e. to 29/32 bytes, without even informing the European Committee at all about this action!). Mr. Hannu Pirilä (Nokia) commented that SA1 had clarified to SA4#43 in their LS that mandatory part should be delivered within the given time frame, hence pointing only a mandatory subset of the MSD to be counted for the 4 seconds. Airbiquity also commented that they have been asking SA4 to objectively analyse other solutions, which had not been accepted by SA4. The SA Chairman re-stated that the intention in Phase 1 was the evaluation of existing 3GPP standard solutions, while the consideration and evaluation of alternative solutions was left for phase 2 of the study (still to be started in SA4, if existing modems cannot meet the requirements). A clarification about the mandatory part of MSD (how many bytes are really needed) was felt needed, and SA4 was asked to take into account only the requirements set by SA1. Mr. Francois Courau (Alcatel-Lucent) pointed out that some requirements on the matter were set by ISO, but the SA Chairman clarified again that SA4 will work based on requirements set by SA1.
Conclusion : it was decided to leave SA4 to continue the evaluation and report the findings; if no suitable existing solution is identified, then the second phase of evaluation of different solutions will be started. It was clarified that SA4 should take their requirements from SA1. If any changes to Stage 1 requirements are needed, they must be dealt in SA1. The Study Item on eCall was moved to Release 8.
A LS in reply to the European Commission was drafted in Tdoc SP-070466. When this was reviewed, it was suggested to have an official contact point in 3GPP for the European Commission to provide information and clarification of the requirements. It was commented that the parameters of the requirements needed should be explicitly included in the Liaison. It was proposed that the European Commission should be asked to begin a dialog on the requirements with SA1. It was asked to remove the expected date for the work (which was not agreed) and indicate that this work is being actively and aggressively pursued in 3GPP (which was agreed). The LS was revised in TD SP‑070477 which was approved.
Tdoc SP-070424 and Tdoc SP-070444 were noted.
Extract from the draft SA#36 report (v008) provided by the TSG SA Secretary :
Discussion and conclusion:

It was clarified that this contribution is based on a discussion with the EU which also prompted the letter from the EU in TD SP‑070424. The SA WG4 Chairman reported that SA WG4 have been working according to the Work Item using the 2-step method of analysis and identification of a suitable solution for eCall and he disagreed with some of the statements made in the contribution. SA WG4 have held two meetings since the launch of the work and have made progress and are discussing issues where there is no consensus at present. It was asked whether the analysis of CTM had been made and if so, how the results reported in the contribution could lead to SA WG4 considering it "sufficient" for eCall. There are some statements which conflict with the SA WG4 analysis (e.g. that CTM is a single duplex system). Qualcomm commented that there seems to be a conflict over what 3GPP have set as the requirements to SA WG4 for eCall (mandatory 28 bytes in 4 seconds) and what the contributions implies (need to transmit 140 bytes within 4 seconds).
The TSG SA Chairman suggested that SA WG4 are allowed to continue their evaluation and analysis and that the EU are informed that we wish to fulfil the requirements for eCall and that 3GPP wish to make a proper analysis before agreeing on the solution. It was reported that the SA WG1 requirements are triggered by and based upon the input received from the eCall groups. It was reported that the eCall groups and GSM Europe may be working on new requirements. Airbiquity commented that they have been asking SA WG4 to objectively analyse other solutions, which had not been accepted by SA WG4. It was clarified that the first phase is to examine existing solutions and consideration of other solutions is for the second phase of the study if existing modems cannot meet the requirements. It was decided to leave SA WG4 to continue the evaluation and report the findings; if no suitable existing solution is identified, then the second phase of evaluation of different solutions will be started. It was clarified that SA WG4 should take their requirements from SA WG1. A LS to the EU was drafted in TD SP‑070466 and was reviewed. It was suggested to have an official contact point in 3GPP for the European Commission to provide information and clarification of the requirements. It was commented that the parameters of the requirements needed should be explicitly included in the Liaison. It was proposed that the European Commission should be asked to begin a dialog on the requirements with SA WG1. It was requested to remove the expected date for the work and indicate that this work is being actively pursued in 3GPP. The LS was revised in TD SP‑070477 and was reviewed and approved.
4.
Other issues of interest to SA4
4.1 
LS from SA3: MBMS security capabilities announcement
Tdoc SP-070448 “LS from SA WG3: MBMS security capabilities announcement”, from SA3 explained that SA3 intends to produce a CR to TS 33.246 at the next SA3 meeting (10-13 July 2007) and hopes that SA4 could implement the required changes to TS 23.246 at their SA4#45 meeting in September.
Decision at SA#36 : Approved and Rel-6 CRs could be expected on this at the next TSG meetings. 
(It was later found off-line that there is a typo in the LS, the actual intention being SA4 to implement the required changes via CRs to the Stage 3 specification TS 26.346 - and not to TS 23.246 which is SA2 specification. This was confirmed off-line by the SA3 Chairman.)
4.2
Rel-7 status and Rel-8 schedule
Rel-7 : 
· Rel-7 was "functionally frozen" at TSG#35

· At TSG#36, the status of the work is as follows:

· 80 (approx.) features/independent items are now completed, against 53 at TSG#35.
· The section “Rel-7 Features not completed at TSG#36” shows that: 

· A few non-GERAN items are still open. SA#36 has decided that they can be kept in Rel-7.

· Some GERAN items are anticipated to be completed in next GERAN meeting (GERAN#35). GERAN#35 will decide for the ones not completed by then if they can remain in Rel-7.

· As a second priority, the case of the Rel-7 Feasibility Studies still not completed has to be handled, potentially by the WGs.
Rel-8 : 
· SA#36 confirmed that the target date for Rel-8 Stage 1 "freezing" is December 2007.
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“CR TS 28.062 0059 rev 2 on "Correction of generic configuration frames definition for TFO and Handover Notification (Release 6)”, from SA4 Secretary.
6. Tdoc SP-070477:
“LS to the European Commission Information Society and Media Directorate-General: eCall Standardisation", from TSG SA.
ANNEX A:  
List of input documents to TSG-SA#36 on SA4 matters (from SA4 or from others)
(All SA#36 input documents can be found in http://www.3gpp.org/ftp/tsg_sa/TSG_SA/TSGS_36/Docs/)
	Tdoc No. 
	Title 
	Source 
	Agenda Item 
	Status

	SP-070311
	TSG S4 Status Report at TSG-SA#36
	SA WG4 Chairman
	7.4
	Noted

	SP-070312
	3GPP TS 26.142 Dynamic and Interactive Multimedia Scenes (DIMS) Version 2.0.0 (Release 7)
	SA WG4
	9.34
	Approved

	SP-070313
	3GPP TR 26.902 Video Codec Performance (VICPer) Version 2.0.0 (Release 7)
	SA WG4
	9.38
	Approved

	SP-070314
	CRs TS 26.234 and TS 26.244 on "(Extended) Packet Switched Streaming Service" (Release 6 and Release 7)
	SA WG4
	8.6
	Approved

	SP-070315
	CRs TS 26.346 on "MBMS User Services" (Release 6 and Release 7)
	SA WG4
	8.6
	Approved

	SP-070316
	CR TS 28.062 on "Correction of generic configuration frames definition for TFO and Handover Notification" (Release 6)
	SA WG4
	8.6
	Revised into SP-070465.

	SP-070317
	CRs TS 26.346 on "MBMS User Service Extensions" (Release 7)
	SA WG4
	9.5
	Approved

	SP-070318
	CRs TS 26.114 on "Multimedia Telephony Capabilities for IMS (MTSI); Media Handling and Interaction" (Release 7)
	SA WG4
	9.6
	Approved

	SP-070319
	CRs on "Inclusion of Dynamic and Interactive Multimedia Scenes (DIMS)" (Release 7)
	SA WG4
	9.34
	Approved

	SP-070320
	CRs TS 26.234 on "Packet Switched Streaming Enhancements (PSSe)" (Release 7)
	SA WG4
	9.37
	Approved

	SP-070321
	CRs on "Bit order of Mode Indication in AMR comfort noise frames" (Release 7)
	SA WG4
	9.42
	Approved

	SP-070424
	Communication from the European Commission Information Society and Media Directorate-General: eCall Standardisation
	European Commission Information Society and Media Directorate-General
	9.1
	Noted

	SP-070444
	Concerns about Realizing the Benefits of eCall that Requires your Attention and Actions
	Airbiquity Inc.
	9.1
	Noted

	SP-070448
	LS from SA WG3: MBMS security capabilities announcement
	TSG SA WG3
	8.6
	Approved

	SP-070465.
	CR TS 28.062 Rev 2 on "Correction of generic configuration frames definition for TFO and Handover Notification" (Release 6)
	SA WG4 Secretary
	8.6
	Approved

	SP-070466
	LS to the European Commission Information Society and Media Directorate-General: eCall Standardisation
	TSG SA
	9.1
	Revised into SP-070477

	SP-070477
	LS to the European Commission Information Society and Media Directorate-General: eCall Standardisation
	TSG SA
	9.1
	Approved
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