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1. Overall Description:

SA2 thanks RAN3 for their LS.  SA2 have copied the original issues raised in the LS and addressed the issues below the relevant text;
After discussion, RAN3 consensus is that it is the SGSN which is in charge of the “Iu signaling activity” control. The following agreement was made in RANAP:

“The Iu release procedure should also be initiated when there is a period of Iu signalling inactivity with no existing RAB.”

Also RAN3 would like to clarify that it put a “should” in the above sentence only because the CN behaviour is usually not mandated in RANAP but this “should” is to be understood as a “shall”.
Action 1: Therefore RAN3 kindly ask SA2 to confirm their understanding.

Action 2: RAN3 would also like to ask SA2 if they could consequently clarify on this point 23.060 where CN behaviour is specified as it is considered by RAN3 as a serious point for the inter-working. RAN3 has identified section 12.7.3 of TS23.060 for example as possible candidate placeholder for the update. 
SA2 Response: 

SA2 addressed this issue within SA2#32 meeting and approved S2-032075 to TS23.060, correcting the behaviour as per the RAN3 understanding outlined above. 

1. It is RAN3 common understanding that when the SGSN receives the Iu Release Request message (with a cause other than “user inactivity”), the SGSN should normally initiate the Iu release procedure.  

SA2 Response:

SA2 can confirm this response, and highlight section 12.7.3 within TS23.060 which is in line with this behaviour. 

2. It is also RAN3 common understanding that when the SGSN receives the RAB Release Request (with a cause other than “user inactivity”), the SGSN should normally initiate the release of the RAB. 

SA2 Response:

SA2 discussed the possibility of this change with SA2#33 and it was agreed not to introduce such a requirement within the RAB release procedure. Furthermore, SA2 would like to point out that no such requirement exists within their documentation, and refer RAN3 to section 9.2.5.1.1 of TS23.060 where the existing behaviour for RAB release is defined. 

SA2 now consider this issue to be closed

2. Actions:

None.  
3. Date of Next TSG-SA WG2 Meetings:
SA2#34
18th – 22nd August 2003,
Brussels ,Belgium

SA2#35
27th – 31st October 2003 
Asia
