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1 Opening of the meeting (9AM)

1.1 Call for IPR

	The attention of the delegates of this Working Group is drawn to the fact that 3GPP Individual Members have the obligation under the IPR Policies of their respective Organizational Partners to inform their respective Organizational Partners of Essential IPRs they become aware of. 

The delegates were asked to take note that they were hereby invited:

· to investigate whether their organization or any other organization owns IPRs which were, or were likely to become Essential in respect of the work of the work of 3GPP.

· to notify their respective Organizational Partners of all potential IPRs, e.g., for ETSI, by means of the IPR Statement and the Licensing declaration forms (http://webapp.etsi.org/Ipr/).


NOTE:
IPRs may be declared to the Director-General or Chairman of the SDO, but not to the RAN WG2 Chairman.

2 Approval of the agenda

This meeting should only treat issues related to LTE RRC: a topic that should thus e.g. not be discussed is the functional split between RRC and MAC/L1 signalling for semi-persistent scheduling.
Although the main focus of the meeting will not be on all parameter details, still we will try to also progress PDU contents. Therefore parameter proposals on how to configure the lower layers for functionality already agreed to be configured with RRC can be submitted/discussed. However this should only concern non-controversial parameters (e.g. L1: PUCCH resources, MAC: max HARQ,..). It is requested that the rapporteurs/companies of rapporteurs take a leading role in this.
3 RRC topics (roughly day 1)
3.1 Procedures / PDU’s
3.1.1 Additional procedures/messages ?

Which additional procedures/messages are needed e.g. setup complete, connection release, connection reject, dedicated SMC message, dedicated messages for UE capability transfer ?

3.1.2 High level message contents
Documents related to the high level message contents (i.e. section 6.2.): is the correct high level contents indicated ?
3.2 Measurements
Structure of the measurement configuration information e.g. relation between event identity, specifics and objects. Essential additional measurement control and measurement reporting parameters.
3.3 System Information
Mapping of SIBs on to SU e.g. is nothing needed, is it sufficient if an IE can optionally appear in a number of SUs or is more flexibility needed? What concatenation possibilities do we want to support ? MIB contents ?
3.4 Main information elements
RRC main information elements: content & structure (focus on parameters for which action is specified in ‘RRC parameters: measurements, mobility control, security, system information). Input from rapporteurs requested (section 6.3).
3.5 Other
4 RRC Specification aspects (roughly day 2)
4.1 Structure of the procedural specification
E.g. should requirements related to a specific area (e.g. system info, security, measurement, radio bearer configuration, ...)  be concentrated together or distributed across several sections (e.g. split across the sections 'general', high level procedures, elementary procedures, general procedures, generic procedures relating to presence/absence of an IE) ?
4.2 Handling of error cases

Are there any general guidelines we could agree on w.r.t. how to handle/specify error cases ? This especially related to the description of error cases related to incorrect network behaviour. Possible alternatives are e.g. handling them as in UMTS (“if .... UE behaviour is unspecified), or do we e.g. not want to describe the handling of these cases at all at the receiver side, but just describe mandatory network behaviour restrictions?
4.3 Tabular & ASN.1

4.3.1 Structure
Tabular format; can we do without this or with a minimal tabular only covering essential parts e.g. corresponding with the procedural specification; Can we introduce the ‘tabular’ info in the ASN.1 Do we need OC as a comment (“continue unchanged if absent”)
4.3.2 Protocol extension mechanisms

What are the main problems we wish to avoid, what are the possible solutions ?
4.4 Information between network nodes

How to specify information transfer between network nodes i.e. same as in UTRA?

5 Closing of the meeting (5PM)
