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1. Summary

GERAN LCS Ad-Hoc met January 9-10, 2001.  The group approved the latest modifications to GERAN LCS Stage 2, 3GPP TS 43.059 v 1.0.2. Some progress was made on the support for LCS in A/Gb mode, but decisions are needed on ciphering from SA3 and key protocol agreements are needed.  A secondary GERAN LCS architecture has been proposed which introduces a new interface for the SMLC to a 2G SGSN.  The group has discussed the proposal, but has not reached any agreement.  The current working assumption is the agreed GERAN LCS stage 2, v.1.0.2.  The group supported the concept of IP transport on the Lb interface; further contributions are expected.  The group also supported the concept of segmentation for LCS in GPRS. The concept was agreed in principal, but further analysis is needed and decisions for the protocol support for GPRS is needed. 

The group was able to come to consensus on the proposed solutions to the R98/99 LCS Bearer problem. The change requests to the specifications will be provided to TSG GERAN and TSG SA(2) for information and/or for approval.  The current schedule for GERAN LCS for release 4 is April 2001.    The next GERAN LCS ad-hoc meeting is scheduled for February 13-15, 2001. 

2. Approval of Agenda

GAHL-000052

Approved
Meeting Agenda for GERAN LCS Ad-hoc #3, January 9-10, 2001


Presented by Margaret Livingston, Nokia – LCS Rapporteur. 

3. Previous Meeting Reports

GAHL-000049

Approved
Meeting Report for 3GPP TSG GERAN LCS Ad Hoc, December 12-14, 2000


Presented by Margaret Livingston, Nokia – LCS Rapporteur. 

Comments:

The report will be presented to GERAN #3.

GAHL-000050

Information
Meeting Report Presentation for 3GPP TSG GERAN, December 12-14, 2000


Presented by Margaret Livingston, Nokia – LCS Rapporteur. 

4. GERAN LCS Open Issues

[1] Issues with LCS Bearer Solutions in R98/R99 - Closed

· GERAN LCS has addressed the issue, and they should be addressed in CN & SA.   The solutions agreed by the GERAN LCS ad-hoc group will also be submitted to GERAN #3 for information and/or for CR approval. 

[2] Protocol layering to support LCS on A/Gb protocols in GERAN - open

· Ciphering may cause changes the proposed protocol stacks 

· Next SA 3 Feb. 26-2, 2001 joint with SA 2

· GERAN LCS Ad-hoc work should become more active in working with SA 3 members to help answer questions with regards to the LLC layer solution for Ciphering. 

· By March GERAN LCS Ad-hoc need a resolution/decision on ciphering. 

· NSS based architecture may resolve some of the ciphering issues, but there is no consensus on this architecture. 

· Delays in GERAN LCS architecture will impact time schedule of GERAN LCS for Release 4. 

Support for LCS in GPRS on Lb interface – concept supported

· Contribution (GAHL-000069) IP transport on Lb interface in GERAN (Release 4) was noted and the concept supported by the group.  

· Nokia and Nortel are willing to bring in Stage 2/Stage 3 contributions

[3] Ciphering of RRLP messages between the SMLC and MS in GPRS – open

· Pending response from SA3

[4] Text for Type A LMU – open 

· Motorola is studying this issue and may bring in contributions

[5] A generic procedure for CS/PS Timing Advance positioning – open

· Nokia agreed to bring in contributions 

[6] Further analysis on LCS Assisted Data Broadcast for GPRS – pending 

· Nokia agreed to bring in contributions and provide further analysis

[7] SMLC to SMLC communication in GPRS mode – open

5. Work Item GP-000918 Issues

5.1. GERAN LCS Stage 2 (3G TS 43.059) Specifications

GAHL-000051

Approved
Updated GERAN LCS Stage 2 (3G TS 43.059)
LCS Rapporteur

Presented by Margaret Livingston, Nokia – LCS Rapporteur. 

Comments:

The changes were agreed.  The document will be sent to GERAN #3.

5.2. Protocol Support for LCS in A/Gb mode (Lb i/f, Ln i/f) 

GAHL-000061

Segmentation for LCS in GPRS 
Ericsson

Noted-Concept supported by the group
Presented by Mr. Hans Carlsson, Ericsson:  This contribution dealt with how to segment very large messages, backward compatible for CS (Lower layers).  Send several messages instead of splitting one large message for LCS in GPRS.   

Comments: 

Nokia, Veijo Vanttinen – Agrees there is a need for segmentation, but what is the solution in GPRS?  This needs to be solved and further studied.  

Vodafone, Claude Arzelier – Segmentation may happen on Abis i/f – this might cause problems.  Wouldn't it be useful to assess the size of each message per method (i.e. MS-based E-OTD, MS-Assisted E-OTD) A general understanding would be beneficial.  Nokia, Veijo Vanttinen, added that there should be a generic solution for all methods – ie. GPS & E-OTD.

Ericsson, Hans Carlsson - For packet data we should only allow sending smaller messages, and does not recommend segmenting at lower layers.  Nokia believes that RRLP segmentation would be just enough for packet. 

The group agreed this proposal could be premature if we do not decide to use LLC layer protocol for GPRS i/f, but if it is decided to use LLC layer, then this solution might be feasible for segmentation.   The concept was agreed in principal to extend the call flows for assistance data.  The group still needs to decide on the protocol support for GPRS.   The document was noted and agreed in principal; further study is needed once protocol decisions are made. 

GAHL-000062
Comparison of Protocol Architectures to support LCS in GPRS 
Ericsson

Noted

Presented by Mr. Hans Carlsson, Ericsson  - This contribution adds a new Ln i/f into the GERAN LCS architecture.  Defining the interface between the SMLC – 2G SGSN connection for GPRS. It proposes to tunnel messages via the SGSN to the SMLC.  Ericsson believes this proposal requires an overall smaller amount of change than the proposal to terminate the LLC layer in the SMLC.

Comments: 

Nokia, Veijo Vanttinen – Is it possible for an NSS based SMLC capable of handling this type of architecture & load, with one SMLC connected to the 2G SGSN? E// Response: This could allow several SMLCs connected to SGSN.  Tunneling has no problem with routing to various SMLCs, but it may have some impacts. 

Nortel, Philippe Cassuto – This proposal will require more processing power on the SMLC with NSS based SMLC.

Nokia, Veijo Vanttinen – Is concerned about evolution path from 2G to 3G. How feasible is it in PS mode? Interoperability problems? GSM to UMTS. Also the principle of keeping radio & core network separate in 3GPP is difficult to manage with this proposal. 

Qualcomm, Kirk Burroughs - supports proposal. 

Vodafone, Claude Arzelier – Need to involve SA 2 also in this discussion. Would like to expand on the table of pros/cons listed.   Also stated that to add or not to add a new i/f is purely a SA decision.   

Nokia, Veijo Vanttinen – Can TOM accomplish all the layer 3 functionality – i.e. priviacy notification?  E// response - needs further study.  TOM is just a proposal, could also write it on a new SAP.  

Noted for information – the group could not come to a decision and offline discussions continue. 

GAHL-000063
LCS Traffic Load Implications to Gb Interface
Nokia

Noted

Presented by Veijo Vanttinen, Nokia. This discussion paper contains analysis on LCS traffic load on Gb interface for NSS based LCS architecture in GPRS. In last GERAN LCS AdHoc#2 12th – 14th December 2001 Ericsson proposed a NSS based LCS architecture for GPRS in contribution GAHL-000032 [3]. Nokia supports only BSS centric LCS architecture and recommends that the NSS centric LCS architecture should not be standardized as an option for 3GPP standards.

Comments: 

Ericsson, Hans Carlsson, stated the Ericsson solution is proposed not as an NSS based, but as a solution for the 2G SGSN solution. 

Lucent, David DeVaney – Questions if there were any information that could be provided in terms of numbers as to how significant is the load?  Percentages? Nokia – we do have calculations, but it is difficult to estimate.  Market analysis gives a good estimate.  Lucent: What is expected traffic load on one data call? Which proportion of PS applications will use LCS?  Answer from Claude Arzelier, Vodafone – approx. 40% from user point of view.  On Gb i/f 20% user data may involve LCS, and could decrease in lower layers. 

Qualcomm, Kirk Burroughs- The impact on Gb i/f is significant and should be quantified. How much additional impact will occur on the Gb i/f if the proposed Ericsson contribution is implemented?  This needs to be further studied.  

GAHL-000069
IP transport on Lb interface in GERAN (Release 4)

Nokia/Nortel

Noted – Concept supported by the group.

Presented by Veijo Vanttinen, Nokia.  This contribution proposes to use IP connectivity for both CS & PS.

Comments:

Ericsson, Hans Carlsson- Is this a similar solution as Gb over Ip solution?  Ans. Not exactly the same solution but could be checked.

Vodafone, Claude Arzelier – How practical is this solution for Rel 4? Ans. Quite possible – Nortel/Nokia is willing to bring in contributions for stage 2 and stage 3. 

Siemens, Stephen Edge – Does this support connection-oriented or connectionless?  If IP protocols must be used as connection oriented then it should not be allowed as connectionless. If allow connectionless could cause signaling impacts to higher levels. Should be solved before making the working assumption. 

Nokia/Nortel will investigated the connection oriented/connectionless concerns following the break and the 

Ip-protocol stacks supports both connection oriented & connectionless.  That was suitable answer to the concerns raised. 

It was noted that priorities need to be given for Release 4 items in GERAN Ad-Hoc. 

Siemens, Stephen Edge – would still like to know if it would be intended to use only connection oriented, if so, what are the impacts to upper layers? Response – the intention is to use the same solution as used in SS7 procedures. The co-existence of two methods of transport – SS7 & IP for 2G CS.  What is the level of optionally? Response – these to modes are as alternatives and both optional.  It was also stated that the IU-PS protocol stack has been proposed in RAN and is nearly complete.  GERAN could adopt the same protocol stack with some slight modifications and align easily.  

GAHL-000070
Challenges with BSS centric LCS architecture
Nokia

Noted

Veijo Vanttinen, Nokia presented this contribution.  It answers many of the concerns raised by Ericsson in Tdoc GAHL-000032 Protocol Architecture to support LCS in GPRS. It explains how the highlighted problems can be resolved by the current GERAN working assumptions and it recommends to continue working with BSS centric LCS architecture solution so it can be finalized by the April 2001, Release 4 deadline. 

Comments:  

Lucent, Bob Beeson – pointed out that a separate instance in the MS for ciphering in LLC layer is needed so the packet counts are not confused.   This was noted and will be taken under consideration. 

Ericsson, Hans Carlsson – Stated that for the given problem this is a possible solution, but is concerned about the impacts of these solutions.  Ericsson needs to study the item further internally. Noted for information 

6. Release 4 LCS Work Plan & Schedule

GERAN LCS Schedule 

Release 1 = LCS support for A/Gb mode

Release 2 = LCS support for Iu mode

GERAN #2 
GERAN LCS Stage 2, 
(rel. 1) 
version 1.0.0 

November 2000

GERAN #4
GERAN LCS Stage 2 
(rel. 1) 
version 4.0.0

April 2001

GERAN #5 
GERAN LCS Stage 3
(rel. 1) 
complete 

May/June2001

GERAN #6 
GERAN LCS Stage 2 
(rel. 2) 
version 4.1.0 (80%) 
August 2001 

GERAN #7 
GERAN LCS Stage 3 
(rel. 2) 
complete 

November 2001

GERAN #8







 

Meeting Schedule

Meeting
Date
Comments

GERAN LCS Ad Hoc
December 12-14
Co-located with GERAN ad hoc

GERAN LCS Ad Hoc
January 9-10, 2001
Get Stage 2 ready for ver 4 (80% ready)

Location: London

GERAN #3
January 14-19,2001

January 16-17, 2001
Boston

LCS Drafting session 

GERAN Adhoc/ 

LCS Adhoc
February 12-16,2001

February 13-15,2001
Co-located with GERAN ad hoc

Sophia Antipolis, France

GERAN LCS Adhoc
March 20-22,2001 
Host: Nokia

Location: Lake Tahoe, CA (tentative) 

GERAN #4
April 2-6,2001

April 3-4, 2001 – LCS 


GERAN LCS Adhoc
May 1-4, 2001 
Tentative

GERAN #5
May 28-1,2001

May 29-30 – LCS
Stockholm 

GERAN #6
August 27-31,2001

August 28-29, 2001 – LCS


GERAN #7
Nov. 26-30, 2001

Nov. 27-28, 2001 – LCS 


7.  LCS Bearer Solution in R98/99

GAHL-000053
Segmentation/Preemption CR for 03.71 
Ericsson

Noted – 03.71 is under SA2 control. 

Presented by Hans Carlsson, Ericsson.  

Reason for Change: The current segmentation/pre-emption mechanism leads to problems with large messages (see Tdoc GP-000770), this CR creates a new alternative mechanism.

Summary of Changes: As an alternative to RR and BSSAP-LE level segmentation, long messages are sent in several shorter messages, each one still fulfilling the existing protocol specification.

Consequences if not approved: Emergency calls and other CM and MM level activities may be delayed by up to 35 seconds. LCS may not work in certain environments. Also see Tdoc GP-000770. 

Comments:

After a lengthy discussion, the group was able to come up with a compromise solution.  Ericsson revised 03.71(GAHL-000074) – The compromise to include from section 10.2 call flows onward.  And taking Siemens comments into account. The change also impacts 04.31. 

The agreement was to keep segmentation at BSSAP-LE level, and allow shorter messages to also be passed. 

GAHL-000074
Revised CR to 03.71 



Ericsson

Noted – Updates and Concept supported, but 03.71 are under SA2 control. 

Comments: 

Siemens, Stephen Edge – Would like more careful rewording. SMLC may not know what the actual segment size is, would like to get back to reliability. 1. Describe the justification, 2. Define a procedure 

Step procedure okay, but the wording preceding needs careful improvements- proposes to work offline on the rewording. Stephen will help with the rewording for 03.71 prior to it going to SA 2. 

GAHL-000054
Segmentation/Preemption CR for 04.06 
Ericsson

Approved

Presented by Hans Carlsson, Ericsson. The proposal removes pre-emption on the uplink. Keeps it for the downlink. 

GAHL-000055
Segmentation/Preemption CR for 04.08
Ericsson

Withdrawn

GAHL-000056
Segmentation/Preemption CR for 04.31
Ericsson

Revised – GAHL-000075

Presented by Hans Carlsson, Ericsson, but changes are needed due to modifications in 03.71. 

GAHL-000075 – Revised CR to 04.31
Ericsson

Noted – Some wording is still necessary. 

Presented by Hans Carlsson, Ericsson
Reason for change: The current segmentation/pre-emption mechanism leads to problems with large messages (see Tdoc GP-000770), this CR creates a new alternative mechanism.

Summary of change: As an alternative to RR and BSSAP-LE level segmentation, long messages are sent in several shorter messages, each one still fulfilling the existing protocol specification.

Consequences if not approved: Emergency calls and other CM and MM level activities may be delayed by up to 35 seconds. LCS may not work in certain environments. Also see Tdoc GP-000770. 

Comments:

Siemens, Stephen Edge – working on rewording; currently can not agree with CR. 

Justification to avoid lower level segmentation, but also to improve reliability, which is not actually stated. 

Stephen offered some wording changes – they were reviewed and noted by the group. Hans Carlsson, Ericsson, will revise the CR and make the modifications to be submitted for GERAN #3 meeting.  

GAHL-000057
RR/CM CR for 04.07
Ericsson

Noted

Presented by Hans Carlsson, Ericsson.

Reason for Change: The current use of the RR layer to transport LCS (RRLP) messages leads to problems, for example with timer T3240 (see Tdoc GP-000770), this CR creates a new transport layer at the CM level.

Summary: LCS protocols are transported on the CM level in a new CM layer protocol.

Emergency calls and other CM and MM level activities may be delayed by up to 35 seconds. Consequences: LCS will fail when T3240 times out. 

Comments: 

Nokia, Veijo Vanttinen- Could solve this problem with this change, but feels that this is a large change, and the Nokia timer solution is more efficient. Is it a problem to reserve the last remaining value for the application information? Ericsson agreed that some companies might have reservations about using up the last 4 bits of the PD. 

Siemens, Stephen Edge- Was not in favor in making a change at this time.  If the existing solution will work and only modifying the timers seems to be a better solution at this time.   This is too great of a change for R98/99 specifications. 

GAHL-000058
RR/CM CR for 04.08 
Ericsson

Noted

Presented by Hans Carlsson, Ericsson.

Reason for Change: The current use of the RR layer to transport LCS (RRLP) messages leads to problems, for example with timer T3240 (see Tdoc GP-000770), this CR creates a new transport layer at the CM level.

Summary: LCS protocols are transported on the CM level in a new CM layer protocol.

Emergency calls and other CM and MM level activities may be delayed by up to 35 seconds. Consequences: LCS will fail when T3240 times out. 

Comments:

Same comments apply as in CR to 04.07 (GAHL-000057). 

GAHL-000064: CR to 24.007-Addition of RR_NO_ABORT_IND primitive at RR-SAP in MS side 
Nokia

Noted

Presented by Veijo Vanttinen, Nokia

Reason for change: GSM LCS communication occurs in RR layer. For MT-LR/NI-LR case the MM layer is not active after authentication which causes that RR connection will be closed even if RR is needed for LCS signaling. The connection is closed by MS via T3240 timer within 10 seconds after last MM interaction. The LCS signaling may take longer than 10 seconds. This correction enables RR to indicate MM that RR connection is still needed. This change together with CR to 04.08 (addition of T32xx timer) will correct the problem.

Summary of change: Addition of RR_NO_ABORT_IND primitive at RR-SAP in MS side

Consequences if not approved: RR connection is released even if the RR is needed for LCS signaling

Comments:

Ericsson, Hans Carlsson – This proposal is a good way forward and reduces the change to the MM states – but still needs to check internally.  

Siemens, Stephen Edge – Can both timers run in parallel or simultaneously? Nokia response – The new timer and T3240 can run in parallel thus causing no blocking effect. 

Siemens, Stephen Edge concerned with the timers running in parallel – the RR connection could get released before the MS releases the RR connection.  Sees the T3240 as a guard timer.  There could be problems if the run in parallel.  What if you want to restart positioning for the MS? T3240 should run long enough allow any subsequent LCS procedures.   Nokia agreed to work offline with Stephen on this issue and come up with a better solution.  A new contribution will be submitted to GERAN #3. 

GAHL-000065: CR to 04.07 - Addition of RR_NO_ABORT_IND primitive at RR-SAP in MS side
Nokia

Noted

Presented by Veijo Vanttinen, Nokia

Reason for change: GSM LCS communication occurs in RR layer. For MT-LR/NI-LR case the MM layer is not active after authentication which causes that RR connection will be closed even if RR is needed for LCS signaling. The connection is closed by MS via T3240 timer within 10 seconds after last MM interaction. The LCS signaling may take longer than 10 seconds. This correction enables RR to indicate MM that RR connection is still needed. This change together with CR to 04.08 (addition of T32xx timer) will correct the problem.

Summary of change: Addition of RR_NO_ABORT_IND primitive at RR-SAP in MS side

Consequences if not approved: RR connection is released even if the RR is needed for LCS signaling

Comments

Same comments apply as in GAHL-000064

GAHL-000066: CR to 04.08 - Addition of new timer T32xx for RR_NO_ABORT_IND (no abort/abort allowed) case Nokia – Noted

Presented by Veijo Vanttinen, Nokia

Reason for change: LCS communication occurs in RR layer. For MT-LR/NI-LR case the MM layer is not active after authentication which causes that RR connection will be closed even if RR is needed for LCS signaling. The connection is closed by MS via T3240 timer within 10 seconds after last MM interaction. The LCS signaling may take longer than 10 seconds. This correction enables to stop T3240 timer when RR_NO_ABORT_IND (no abort) indication is sent to MM and same time start T32xx timer for the RR signaling. This change together with CR to 04.07 (addition of RR_NO_ABORT_IND primitive at RR-SAP in MS side) will correct the problem.

Summary of change: Addition of T32xx timer which is activated when RR_NO_ABORT_IND (no abort) message has been sent to MM.

Consequences if not approved: RR connection is released even if the RR is needed for LCS signaling

Comments

Same comments apply as in GAHL-000064

GAHL-000067: CR to 24.008 - Addition of new timer T32xx for RR_NO_ABORT_IND (no abort/abort allowed) case Nokia- Noted

Presented by Veijo Vanttinen, Nokia

Reason for change: LCS communication occurs in RR layer. For MT-LR/NI-LR case the MM layer is not active after authentication which causes that RR connection will be closed even if RR is needed for LCS signaling. The connection is closed by MS via T3240 timer within 10 seconds after last MM interaction. The LCS signaling may take longer than 10 seconds. This correction enables to stop T3240 timer when RR_NO_ABORT_IND (no abort) indication is sent to MM and same time start T32xx timer for the RR signaling. This change together with CR to 04.07 (addition of RR_NO_ABORT_IND primitive at RR-SAP in MS side) will correct the problem.

Summary of change: Addition of T32xx timer which is activated when RR_NO_ABORT_IND (no abort) message has been sent to MM.

Consequences if not approved: RR connection is released even if the RR is needed for LCS signaling

Comments

Same comments apply as in GAHL-000064

GAHL-000068
CR to 04.31-Segmentation of Long Location Assistance Messages
Motorola

Noted

Presented by Yilin Zhao, Motorola.  This proposal suggests aligning point to point signaling messages the same as broadcast for assistance data messages. It provides the exact A-GPS timing information. Breaks long messages in the SMLC at the satellite boundary, and there is not the need to segment lower layer messages.  

Comments:

Qualcomm, Kirk Burroughs – Is not in support of this change, feels it creates unnecessary duplication of the messages. 

Nokia, Veijo Vanttinen – Supports the proposal with some minor ASN.1 corrections, and believes it simplifies the A-GPS messaging. 

Siemens, Stephen Edge - believes the segmentation size is no longer an issue, due to current agreement with CR to 03.71 (GAHL-000074).  Additional parameters are added.  The 82 octet should not be an issue, since the ASN.1 encoding gives a different range – the emphasis should be on equating point to point to broadcast messaging. 

It was suggested to work more offline and revise the CR for GERAN #3. 

GAHL-000072: R99 CR to 04.31-Segmentation of Long Location Assistance Messages
  Motorola

Noted

Comments: Same as GAHL-000068

8.
Maintenance of R98/R99 LCS Specifications 

GAHL-000071: CR to 04.35 : Editorial correction to RTD Drift Factor IE presence information (R98) Nokia 

Approved

Presented by Veijo Vanttinen, Nokia.  

Reason for Change: The present information of RTD Drift Factor IE is described but an editorial mistake was found in the definition. The correction is proposed.

Summary: The RTD Drift Factor IE shall be present in the broadcast messages if both of the RTD Drift Factors Present –bit and RTDs Present –bit are active in the broadcast header. The RTDs Present –bit statement is corrected.

Consequences if not changed: The present information can be erroneously implemented.

Will be submitted to GERAN #3 for approval. 

GAHL-000073
CR to 04.35: Editorial correction to RTD Drift Factor IE present information (R99) Nokia

Approved

Presented by Veijo Vanttinen, Nokia.  

Reason for Change: The present information of RTD Drift Factor IE is described but an editorial mistake was found in the definition. The correction is proposed.

Summary: The RTD Drift Factor IE shall be present in the broadcast messages if both of the RTD Drift Factors Present –bit and RTDs Present –bit are active in the broadcast header. The RTDs Present –bit statement is corrected.

Consequences if not changed: The present information can be erroneously implemented.

Will be submitted to GERAN #3 for approval. 

GAHL-000059
BSSMAP Connection Oriented Information CR for 03.71 
Ericsson

Approved

Reason for Change: The message BSSMAP Location Information Report was replaced by the message BSSMAP Connection Oriented Information in version 7.2.0 of GSM 03.71. However a few places were missed and this CR is intended to fix those places.

Summary Replaced BSSMAP Location Information Report by the message BSSMAP Connection Oriented Information in three places.

Consequences if not changed Incorrect Stage Two specification for LCS.

Comments:

For SA 2 – no objections from the GERAN Ad-Hoc

GAHL-000060
LCS Error Handling 
Ericsson

Noted 

Presented by Hans Carlsson, Ericsson.  In the LCS specifications, there are a few procedures in the error handling area that are not crystal clear. This document describes those issues and proposes changes in the specifications to clarify the procedures.

1. Inter-BSC HO

· Siemens, Stephen Edge- SMLC can do positioning while the BSC is not involved; proposes to clarify the usage of the two methods in the particular situations and what should be done. Hans Carlsson can accept, and will make CR to 03.71 for SA 2. 

2. SMLC receipt of BSSAP-LE Perform Location Abort

· Siemens, Stephen Edge- the reason is one can have raised condition during the BSSAP-LE; and agrees with this change. Hans Carlsson will make CR to 03.71 for SA 2. 

3. BSC receipt/MSC sending of BSSAP Perform Location Abort

· Is there a timer in the MSC if it does not receive a location response?

Siemens, Stephen Edge: This should be implementation independent, one could wait for a response before an abort.  

Lucent, Bob Beeson - Might impact the E911 cases – would prefer to leave as is. Ericsson proposed that the MSC shall expect a perform location response, before a re-attempt is performed. 

The change was not supported. 

4. Cell ID in Location Requests

Make the Cell ID mandatory in the BSSAP Perform Location Request.

Nokia, Veijo Vanttinen - This would optimize the procedure, but this might not be a sensible correction at this late state – does not support

Siemens, Stephen Edge – This idea was to allow simpler MSC to BSC interactions, but this becomes heavier for the MSC – not supportive of change.  

Ericsson agreed not to make the proposed change to 03.71

Hans Carlsson, Ericsson noted the agreed portions and will create a CR for 03.71 to be submitted to SA. 

9.
Next Meeting

The next GERAN LCS Ad-Hoc will be-February 13-15, 2001 in Sophia-Antipolis (France).

HOTEL MEDIATHEL 

Route des Crêtes 

06560 Sophia Antipolis 

France

Phone: +33 492 94 68 00  

Fax: +33 493 65 43 41

The meeting will start on 13 February 2001 at  9:00 AM and end no later than 15 February 2001 at 12:00 PM.
10.  Adjourn

The meeting adjourned at 12:30PM, Wednesday, January 10, 2001. 
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