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1	Introduction 
The issue of user consent for location information reporting in RFL/CEF has been extensively discussed in RAN#115, however no consensus was reached at the time. 
Subsequently, the issue was discussed in RAN#95, where a certain compromise has emerged. In this contribution (and the accompanying set of CRs) we follow up on the consensus discussed in RAN#95 to provide a solution in line with the said emerging consensus. 
2   	Discussion
We do not intend to repeat the arguments from RAN#115 here, so for the background information the reader is referred to [1] and [2]. In the present paper we focus on the RAN#95 discussion that followed and the emerging consensus. 
2.1	Discussion in RAN#95
The issue was raised in RAN#95 in [3], and the email discussion that followed is summarized in [4]. For convenience, below we provide the moderator’s summary from [4]:
1. The current specifications are not clear on how user consent for location info in RLF/CEF reports is supported.
2. There is no specification text to support that MDT user consent can be reused as user consent for location info contained in RLF report and CEF report, although some companies consider that this reuse of the MDT user consent is possible by network implementation.
3. During RAN#95e discussion a majority of companies expressed support to modify the spec such that it is explicit that MDT user consent can be reused as user consent for location info contained in RLF report and CEF report.
4. No consensus was reached on away forward and discussions should continue based on company contributions into the RAN WGs.
It is evident that the majority agrees that it is not clear how user consent for location information in RLF/CEF can be provided in the current specifications (which is a requirement by SA3) and, furthermore, the majority prefers to have a unified user consent signaling for MDT and location information in RLF/CEF. 
Observation 1: the majority in RAN#95 expressed the preference to modify specifications to support unified user consent signaling for MDT and location information in RLF/CEF.
Hence the proposal:
Proposal 1: to modify the NG-AP TS 38.413 and the Xn-AP TS 38.423 specifications (and potentially also the S1-AP TS 36.413 and the X2-AP TS 36.423) to repurpose the MDT user consent signaling to be applicable to location information in RLF/CEF as well.
2.2	Proposal to resolve the issue 
If we are to follow the compromise, that is – instead of adding a new IE for location information consent to repurpose the existing “MDT PLMN List”, the changes are rather straightforward, specifically:
· IE description shall be modified to reflect the new IE meaning (which currently only mentions MDT)
· The procedural text shall be modified accordingly, as it also currently only mentions MDT
Ideally, the IE name should be changed too and we would be happy to consider this, however we realize that might incur too big a change, especially considering the fact we probably need to change Release-16 as well as LTE specs. 
Observation 2: ideally, it would have been better to change the IE name too, but we realize that might incur too big a change, especially considering the fact we probably need to change Release-16 as well as LTE specs.
The SA3 LS [5] which triggered this discussion was provided in the context of the Rel-16 NR_SON_MDT WI. SA3 clearly indicated that there is no need to support the requested functionality in Rel-15 and prior, and therefore we should only do so for Rel-16 and Rel-17.
Proposal 2: to support the required signalling in Rel-16 and Rel-17 specifications. 
While SA3 have not explicitly mentioned LTE, we are also willing to discuss the applicability of this to TS 36.413 and TS 36.423.
Observation 3: SA3 have not explicitly mentioned LTE, we are also willing to discuss the applicability of this to TS 36.413 and TS 36.423.
The TS 38.413 and TS 38.423 with the above changes are provided in [6] and [7]. The LS to other WGs is provided in [8]
3	Conclusions
Observation 1: the majority in RAN#95 expressed the preference to modify specifications to support unified user consent signaling for MDT and location information in RLF/CEF.
Proposal 1: to modify the NG-AP TS 38.413 and the Xn-AP TS 38.423 specifications (and potentially also the S1-AP TS 36.413 and the X2-AP TS 36.423) to repurpose the MDT user consent signaling to be applicable to location information in RLF/CEF as well.
Observation 2: ideally, it would have been better to change the IE name too, but we realize that might incur too big a change, especially considering the fact we probably need to change Release-16 as well as LTE specs.
Proposal 2: to support the required signalling in Rel-16 and Rel-17 specifications. 
Observation 3: SA3 have not explicitly mentioned LTE, we are also willing to discuss the applicability of this to TS 36.413 and TS 36.423.
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