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1. Overall Description:
CT4 would like to thank SA2 for the LS reply regarding use cases for cell change indication from the MME to the E-SMLC. 
CT4 would like to comment on one aspect of SA2’s response:

SA2> Therefore, SA2 concludes that the MME can provide the last known serving cell on all SLs messages towards the E-SMLC, including Location Requests and failure/abort messages (except messages for LPP/LPPa transport since it would be included within the LPP/LPPa messages), and if a mechanism exists for the E-SMLC to receive asynchronous HO updates via LPP or LPPa during an active location session, then the use cases can be met without the need for the MME to update the E-SMLC. In addition, the cell id should be provided on LPP and LPPa messages destined for the E-SMLC.   
SA2 request the above conclusion on inclusion of the serving cell to be taken into consideration as the SLs messages are being specified.  If this is not consistent with CT4, please notify SA2.
CT4 would like to notify SA2 that the LCS-AP Location Abort Request message does not currently contain the last known serving cell. Given that RAN2 have now decided to include an asynchronous cell change notification mechanism within LPP, CT4 have decided that there is little value in adding the serving cell to the abort message.
Given the RAN2 decision, CT4 agreed that at this point in time no asynchronous cell change notification mechanism is required on the SLs interface from the MME. Note however that this decision may have to be revisited if the SA3-LI response indicates that a non-UE involved method is required for the lawful intercept case.

2. Actions:

To SA2, RAN2 and RAN3 group.

ACTION: CT4 kindly asks RAN2 to consider this information.
3. Date of Next TSG-CT WG4 Meetings:

TSG-CT WG4 Meeting #49
10-14 May 2010
Kyoto, Japan.

TSG-CT WG4 Meeting #50
23-27 Aug 2010
TBC, China.
