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1 Introduction
At RAN3#85 RAN3 received the liaison in [3] from CT1 asking RAN3 whether it is feasible to include an optional Category IE in the PWS Write Replace messages and whether there is a need to support this optionality.

This IE was to support prioritization of PWS alerts for delivery via an LTE access network, in a similar way as the Category IE existing in the Write Replace messages for the 2g and 3g access networks.
RAN3#85 concluded that the Category IE was not needed but didn’t have time enough to finalize the liaison back to CT1 explaining their answer.
This paper introduces the reply LS to CT1.
2 Description
At RAN3#85 the discussion concluded with the following captured in chairman’s notes:

Add TP “There is no support in LTE for commercial broadcast using SIB (only warning message broadcast), and RAN3 is unaware of any service requirements that would justify introduction of the “category” parameter in LTE.  Therefore, RAN3 sees no need or benefit to introduce a Category IE in the WRITE-REPLACE WARNING REQUEST message.”

It is is clear from these notes from chairman (see text part in bold)  that the absence of a need for a category IE is related to the current service requirements which don’t include commercial delivery but let commercial delivery implementation dependent.

Whether a category IE would be needed if the requirements had included the delivery of commercial services has never been studied and no working group including RAN3 can therefore conclude on that. Only PWS delivery without commercial delivery has been studied.

The laision back to CT1 therefore needs to say that the category IE is not needed as per the current service requirements that only include emergency delivery. The following text was proposed with the last sentence reflecting this fact:

 1. Overall Description:

RAN3 thanks CT1 for their LS (C1-142485) on allowing optional category indication for LTE.

After the RAN3 discussion, the feedback is provided as following,

· The broadcasting mechanism using SIBs was defined only for ETWS and CMAS or CMAS-like warning services. However RAN3 specifications do not prohibit using the PWS system for delivery of commercial alerts in LTE.
· It is therefore left to implementations how to enable PWS system for concurrent delivery of commercial and emergency alerts. 

Therefore, RAN3 agreed that the category indication is not needed for LTE when operating LTE ETWS and CMAS or CMAS-like warning services.
3 Conclusion and Proposal
This paper has proposed a response liaison that accurately reflects that RAN3 concludes that the Category IE is not needed as per current service requirements which only include emergency delivery.

We therefore propose to agree this proposed version of the reply LS which is available in [4].
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