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1. Introduction
Recently, it was discovered that two of the requirements in TS 22.101 were not addressed in stage 3 and remain unfulfilled. A CR to TS 31.102 was discussed in the last CT6 meeting, but was not agreed. This discussion paper provides additional details on this issue and proposes the CT WGs be given time until September, 2009 to address this deficiency.
2. Unfulfilled SA1 requirements
SA1 has two requirements which have not been addressed in any stage 3 specifications. The first requirement appears in Section 10.7.1 of v8.11.0 of TS 22.101 and is quoted below:
It shall be possible for the UE upon request from the user to initiate a call to an operator designated non-emergency MSISDN for the purpose of accessing test and terminal reconfiguration services.

The following conclusions can be drawn from this requirement:

· There are two distinct services: testing, and terminal reconfiguration

· A number must be provided to the UE to access these services

· The operator designates the number(s) to be called to access these services

Since the services are under the control of the home operator, it will be the responsibility of the home operator to provide the number(s). It is possible for the test service to be provided in the serving network rather than in the home network, but to ensure that testing is still possible even in a serving network that does not support eCall, it is preferable that the number is provided by the home operator. Clearly, reconfiguration service is provided only by the home operator.
Since the eCall only UE does not perform MM procedures, the network can not reach the UE at all the times, even if the UE remains within the coverage of the network. Thus, prior to initiating the reconfiguration procedure, the UE needs to be made reachable by the network. This is achieved by the UE initiating a call to the reconfiguration number. For some time after the reconfiguration call completion, the UE will continue to perform mobility management procedures and during this period, the network can reconfigure the UE, if needed.

The second requirement appears also in Section 10.7.1 of v8.11.0 of TS 22.101 and is quoted below:


In the case where the user subscribes to other services provided by the PLMN, it shall be possible for the network operator to reconfigure the UE so that it can access the subscribed services.

The following conclusions can be drawn from the above requirement:

· A UE may start out as a eCall only UE initially. Subsequently (after some time – measured in days, months or years), the user may wish to add other services; at that time, the operator must be able to reconfigure the UE.

· A eCall only UE does not perform mobility related procedures under normal conditions. But a UE that has been reconfigured to access the additional subscribed services may need to perform mobility related procedures. This implies that the UE behavior changes when it is reconfigured from being eCall only UE to support some additional services. 

The procedures added to TS 24.008 as part of eCall Work Item clearly document the procedures to be followed by a UE that supports only eCall, without any additional subscribed services. TS 24.008 already described the procedures to be followed by a UE that supports other subscribed services. Thus, the only piece missing is how the UE determines whether it needs to behave as a eCall only UE or as a UE that subscribes to some services and also supports eCall.
3. Current status

A CR (C6-090167) to TS 31.102 was discussed in the CT6 meeting held in Osaka between May 5 and May 7, 2009. However CT6 did not agree this CR. During the discussion of this CR, the following points (besides some technical issues) were made:

1. There are no requirements in SA1 that is being addressed by the proposed CR.
2. Release 8 is frozen and hence a Category B CR to Release 8 can not be agreed at this time. In this context, there was a discussion on whether the changes are to be classifed as category B or category F, which was inconclusive.

3. There is no work item in CT6 and hence this CR can not be agreed.

4. The proposed changes may be acceptable in Release 9.

Section 2 above clearly documents the requirements in SA1, and hence the problem 1) listed above can be seen to be not applicable.
Another important reason to complete this work in Release-8 is stated in the Liaison Statement from European Commission (CP-090169). This LS was seen at the CT plenary #43 and was noted. In it, the EC clearly states that it is very important that this work be completed as soon as possible: The following is a quote from the LS:

… I have to insist on the importance of completing the related technical specifications as soon as possible. There have already been several delays in the eCall standardisation; further delay would not be acceptable, as this would mean postponing even further the benefits that the introduction of eCall will bring to the European citizens.

In the context of this LS, it is clear that additional CRs be allowed under eData work item in Release 8 to address this issue.

4. Conclusion

There are clear SA1 requirements on 
1. the use of test and reconfiguration numbers by the eCall only UE; and

2. the ability of the operator to reconfigure a eCall only UE to provide additional services.

If stage 3 details are not specified in Release 8, then these requirements can be met only by a proprietary mechanism that needs to be implemented both in the network and in the UE. Since the mechanism is UE manufacturer dependent, one mechanism may have to be implemented in the network for each manufacturer that provides a eCall UE.
It is proposed that the CT WGs (in particular CT1 and CT4) be given additional time until the September 2009 plenary to address, in Release 8,  these two stage 1 requirements under the eData work item approved in CT1. This can be communicated to the CT1 and CT6 through a liaison statement.

