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1	Introduction 
The issue of user consent, originally triggered by the LS [1] from SA3, was discussed in RAN#95-e (based on [2]), and then in RAN3#116-e (based on [3]). 
Unfortunately, even after those additional two rounds of discussions, the issue remains unresolved.
Therefore, it is important that RAN provide some guidance on how to resolve the issue, as without such guidance RAN3 is unlikely to be able to reach a consensus.  
2   	Discussion
The issue was discussed in RAN#96-e by email, see [4]. For convenience, here is the moderator’s summary from the RAN#96-e discussion on user consent:
1. The current specifications are not clear on how user consent for location info in RLF/CEF reports is supported.
2. There is no specification text to support that MDT user consent can be reused as user consent for location info contained in RLF report and CEF report, although some companies consider that this reuse of the MDT user consent is possible by network implementation.
3. During RAN#95e discussion a majority of companies expressed support to modify the spec such that it is explicit that MDT user consent can be reused as user consent for location info contained in RLF report and CEF report.
4. No consensus was reached on away forward and discussions should continue based on company contributions into the RAN WGs.
The conclusions weren’t formally endorsed, as there was no unanimous consensus, however it was evident that the majority agrees that it is not clear how user consent for location information in RLF/CEF can be provided in the current specifications (which is a requirement by SA3) and, furthermore, the majority prefers to have a unified user consent signaling for MDT and location information in RLF/CEF.
As a follow up, in RAN3#116-e the proponents submitted a set of CRs along the lines of the majority view which emerged in RAN#96-e (see [5] – [10]). It must be noted that those proposals submitted to RAN3#116-e were a significant departure from the original proposal, showing willingness to compromise and to accept the majority view (from the side of the proponents).
However, RAN3 couldn’t reach a consensus even on the compromise proposal discussed in RAN3#116-e.
Eventually, the proponents suggested at least to notify SA3 about the fact that RAN3 could not agree on how to address the SA3 requirement, however that wasn’t agreed either (see [12]). It is now clear that without guidance from RAN, RAN3 is very likely to continue discussing this issue indefinitely and therefore we propose:
Proposal 1a: RAN to provide clear guidance to RAN3 to address the requirement from SA3 on user consent for location information sharing in RLF/CEF.
If proposal 1a cannot be agreed, we should at least notify SA3. SA3 should be aware that their requirements on privacy remain unaddressed in Rel-17 (even though the requirement was provided in the context of the Rel-16 WI on SON/MDT). 
Proposal 1b: RAN to send a LS to SA3 indicating that RAN WGs could not reach a consensus to address the SA3 requirement on user consent for location information sharing in RLF/CEF.
3	Conclusions and Proposals
Proposal 1a: RAN to provide clear guidance to RAN3 to address the requirement from SA3 on user consent for location information sharing in RLF/CEF.
If proposal 1a cannot be agreed, we should at least notify SA3. SA3 should be aware that their requirements on privacy still remain unaddressed in Rel-17 (even though the requirement was provided in the context of the Rel-16 WI on SON/MDT). 
Proposal 1b: RAN to send a LS to SA3 indicating that RAN WGs could not reach a consensus to address the SA3 requirement on user consent for location information sharing in RLF/CEF.
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