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1
Introduction

At the last RAN3 meeting in Kobe, Nortel got the task to kick off an e-mail discussion on the handling of containers in the 3g-3g relocation. 

2
Description

Nortel presented the problem and proposed three solutions:

Solution 1

Specify the error handling in sections 8.7.4 & 8.6.4

section 8.7.4 
In case the target RNC receives two different Source RNC to Target RNC transparent container IE related to the same relocation of SRNS via the two domains which are not the same, it shall fail the relocation and send RELOCATON FAILURE message back.
section 8.6.4:(similarly would be) 
When the Target RNC to Source RNC Transparent Container IE received in the RELOCATION COMMAND message from several Iu signalling connections is not the same, the source RNC shall initiate Relocation Cancel procedure on all the Iu signalling connections involved in the relocation. 
Solution 2

Partial relocation:

It was proposed to take in this case the container from the CS domain.

Solution 3

No standardization.

It was proposed to not standardize the error handling and leave it open to check or not at receipt relying on the indication clearly made in the specification that the same container had to be sent.

Solution number 3 was supported by Ericsson in the email from 03.05.02. They proposed to leave it to implementation to handle the situation when the received containers are different. They also support the inclusion of the same “Source_to_Target Container”also for release 5.

To the opposite, Alcatel in an email dated 03.05.02, supported solution 1.a stating that only a RELOCATION FAILURE MESSAGE could be sent back. 

There were no other position expressed by other companies.

3
Conclusion

Since there is no possible agreement between the two expressed positions, and if the same positions are maintained during next meeting, the error handling case cannot be specified by default. 

4
Proposal

It is proposed to agree on a CR which doesn’t include the error handling specification.

The resulting CR is provided in Tdocs R3-021359, R3-021360, R3-021361.
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